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T;t(;rntlon of army beer canteen—to the Committee on Military
airs.

By Mr. FLOOD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ben-
jamin I. Craig, of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of John Bungardner—
to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of heir of Samuel Huff-
man, of Augusta County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of Hinton R. Heiper, regarding
the Intercontinental Three Americas Railway—to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of the Rockford (Ill.) Bolt Works,
favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Tonk Manufacturing Company, of Chi-
cago, in favor of empowering the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission to regulate freight rates—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Pressed Brick Company of Lasalle, TIL,
favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GROSVENOR : Petition of the Ceniral Federated
Union of New York, indorsing the Long Island Pilots’ Associa-
tion, against bill H. R. 7298—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Board of Pilot Commissioners of Bruns-
wick, Ga., against bill H. R. 72908—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga.,
against bill H. R. 7208—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma-
rine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Fernandina, Fla.,
against bill H, R, 7208—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Board of Pilot Commissioners of Pensa-
cola, Fla., protesting against passage of bill H. R. 7298—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Bar Pilots of Pensacola, Fla., against
bill H. R. 72908—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Pilots’ Association of the Port of Bruns-
wick, Ga., opposing bill H. R. 7208—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pensacola, Fla..
against bill H. R. 7208—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Board of Pilot Commissioners of the
Port of Fernandina, Fla., opposing bill H. R. 7208—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HARDWICK : Petition of Atlanta Division, No. 180,
Order of Railway Conductors, supporting bill H. R. T041—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, HEPBURN: Petition of the Commercial Exchange
of Des Moines, Iowa, favoring the Boutell bill—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men of Illinois, favoring bill H. R. 7041—to the Commitiee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. HOGG : Petition of the Grand Junction Chamber of
Commerce, favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HOUSTON : Petition of the Philanthropic Committee
of Concord of the Quarterly Meeting of Friends, at Wilmington,
Del., against the sale of liquor on Government premises—to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, petition of the Philanthropic Committee of Concord of
the Quarterly Meeting of Friends, favoring prohibition of sale
of liquor in Indian territories—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories.

Also, petition of the Philanthropic Committee of Concord of
the Quarterly Meeting of Friends, at Wilmington, Del., favor-

* ing the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judi-

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of John F. Foard, to accompany
bill H. R. 7191—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James H. Lan-
dreth, of Amelia, N. C.—to the Commitfee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KNOWLAND : Resolution of the legislature of Cali-
fornia, protesting against the proposed tax on grape brandy
used in the fortification of sweet wines—to the Committee on
(Ways and Means. - )

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of
Des Moines, Towa, indorsing bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

oy

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Papers to accompany bill for
relief of Sarah Osborn, widow of John Osborn, of Licking,
Texas County, Mo.—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill for
relief of McKinney, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PIERCE : Petition of Willlam B. Landru, of Gibson
County, Tenn., asking reference of claim to the Court of
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of G. F. Brooks, administrator of the estate of
Thomas Brooks, late of Gibson County, Tenn., asking reference
%fi' Iclalm to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War

aims.

Also, petition of W. H. Stovall, of Obion County, Tenn., asking
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee
on War Claims. !

By Mr. PORTER : Petition of the Epworth League of Christ
Church, Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the present canteen law—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of the Epworth League of the Episcopal Church
of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RUPPERT : Petition of the National Trades Associa-
tion, favoring the passage of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Interstate Commerce Law Convention,
recommending speedy enactment of certain legislation against
unjust discrimination in tariff rates—tfo the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of H. M. Jordan et al., favoring pas-
sage of bill H. R. 4072—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
widow of Andrew C. Phillips—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany House
bill granting a pension to Felix Lindsay—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bill for relief of John
Tipton—to the Committee on Pensions.

SENATE.
Frway, January 20, 1905.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HArE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. GArLiNgER, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec-
tion, will stand approved.

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the 1Sth instant the
Chair appointed the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaxEr] and the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoemMan] as tellers on the part of
the Senate under the concurrent resolution providing for the
appointment of tellers of the counting of the electoral votes for
President and Vice-President of the United States. Those Sena-
tors have asked to be excused from serving, and the Chair will
appoint in their places the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bur-
rows] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAmey].

LANDS OR MOBILE POINT, ALADAMA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the 16th instant, a report of the Judge-Advo-
cate-General, United States Army, relative to the military res-
ervation of Fort Morgan, Ala., and the proposed addition
thereto; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bill and joint resolution:

S. 5798. An act to extend the time for the completion of a
bridge across the Missouri River at Yankton, 8. Dak.; and

8. R. 77. Joint resolution providing for the reappointment of
James B. Angell on the Board of Regenis of the Smithsonian
Institation.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

H. R. 2871. An act to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire
Insurance Company of the Distriet of Columbia; and

H. R. 9799. An act to remove the charge of desertion from
military record of John Dorsey.
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The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8460) pro-
viding for the transfer of forest reserves from the Department
of the Interior to the Department of Agriculture, asks a con-
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LAcEy, Mr. MoXNDELL,
and Mr. GrIFFITH managers at the conference on the part of the
House.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate :

H. R. 15604. An act providing for the exercise of the powers
of the judge of the district court of the United States for the
Territory of Hawaii by certain other judges of the courts of
the Territory of Hawaii;

H. R, 17577. An act authorizing the Lindsey Lumber Com-
pany, a corporation of Escambia County, Ala., to construct a
bridge across Conecuh River at or near the town of Pollard, in
snid county and State;

H. R. 17646. An act to extend certain provisions of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States to the Philippine Islands;
and

. R. 17708. An act to amend section 3646, Revised Statutes
of the United States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there-
upon signed by the President pro tempore :

S. 266. An act granting a pension to Emma 8. Harney ;

8. 816. An act granting an increase of pension to Elmore Y.

Chase; .
S. 377. An act granting an increase of pension to Ezra W.
Cartwright;

8. 424, An act granting a pension to George W. Lehman ;

8. 552. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira K. Eaton ;

8. 554, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P.
Farley ;

8. 566. An act granting an Increase of pension to Willinm IT.
Hart;

8. 567. An act granting an increase of pension to William

8. ':'76. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin H.
Morris ;

S. 784. An act granting an increase of pension to Beverly
Waugh ;

S. 801. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel L.
D. Goodale;

§. 844, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary L.
Dulf;

8. 850. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry V.
Sims;

8. 1207. An act granting an increase of pension to James D.
Stewart ;

S. 1208. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel G.
Magruder;

8. 1413. An act granting a pension to Louisa D. Miller;

S. 1539. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
Shiflett ;

§. 1541, An act granting an increase of pension to Commodore
P. Hall;

8. 1810. An act granting an increase of pension to George W.
Thomas ;

S. 1830. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E.
Austin ;

§. 1981. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
V. Reynolds ;

8. 1996. An act granting an increase of pension to William
R. Williams ;

8. 2009. An act granting a pension to Richard Dunn;

8. 2096. An act granting an increase of pension to John W.
Millett ;

8. 2117. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip L.
Hiteshew ;

S. 2212, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles N.
Wood ;

S. 2231, An act granting an increase of pension to Bessie M.
Dickinson ;

S, 2238. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Strawn ;

S, 227'4. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph J.
Carson ;

8. 2286. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Thompson; *

8. 2287, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J,
Brainard ;

8. 2310. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Dar; .

S, ’2333. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F, Hall;

8. 2339. An act granting an increase of pension to Carolina
Apfel ;

8. 2492, An act granting an increase of pension to George G.
Tuttle;

8. 2—’193. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred
Tichurst;

8. 2518. An act granting an increase of pension to Clarinda A.
Spear;

s, 2'574. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson
Purcell ;
Hlilgl. 2581. An act granting an increase of pension to Myron D.
Les‘ ;2818. An act granting an increase of pension to William H.

wis ;
Cas' 2850. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie J.

lkins ;

8. 2890. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew C.
Kemper ; '

8. 2015. An act granting a pension to Mary Williamson’;

8. 2045, An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie M.
Nuzum ;

8. 2972. An act
Boyle;

8. 3001, An act granting an increase of pension to Adrianna
Lowell; and

H. R. 16992. An act to authorize the county of Sunflower to
construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a telegraphic memo-
rial of the legislative assembly of New Mexico, remonstrating
against the passage of the statehood bill with a clause provid-
ing for the admission of New Mexico and Arizona as one State;
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows.

[Telegram.]

BaxTa FE, N. MEX., January 19, 1905,
To the Benate of the United Blatcs, Washington, D. O.

Following memorial passed both houses, vote 10 to 2 In council, 21
to 3 in house:

Joint memorial protesting to the Senate of the United States against
the of statehood bill with the clause providing for the ad-
mission of New Mexico and Arizona as one State.

To the Senate of the United States Congress: Your memorialists,
the legislutive assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, most respect-
fully protest against the passage of that clause of the statehooa bill
now before your honorable body providing that New Mexico and Ari-
zona shall become one State under the name of Arizona or any other
name. Not only have the two great poi!tlcaleart-les of the nation in
their national platform repeatedly promised New Mexico and Arizona
admission into the Union as separate States, but the people of the
Territory, relying on these promises, and knowing their cause to
Just, have likewise in their political platforms expressed themselves as
unalterably opposed to becoming united with Arizona as provided in
the bill now Fendgg before your honorable body. It certainly can not
be seriously Insis that New Mexico, after having been a Territory
of the United States for more than fifty years, during which time her
people have been a law-abiding people and most faithful and loyal to
the General Government, is not fitted to take upon herself the responsi-
bilitles of a ‘State governmentf. If extent of area, wealth, population,
lntclllgenmt:(;j and eduocational progress are elements to be consi?lered in
the admission of a new State, then we submit that New Mexico is
entitled to admission at once. New Mexico is now fourth in area
among all of the States and Territories, and her population, 200.000
at the last census, was larger than that of thirty-one of the present
forty-five States at the time of their admission.” The population of
New Mexico is about one-ninth that of the average of all of the States,
while Ohio had but one-eighth and Indiana but one-twentieth of the
general average when admitted. Our taxable property has a value of
more than $200, 000; our system of I:Fubllc schools, our numerous
modern sehool buildings’ throughout the erritory, are models worthy
the emulation of some of the States of the Unlon. Strikes, lockouts,
and mob viclence are unknown in our Territory, and the administration
of justice is certain and therefore the courts have the confidence of the
entire people. There are some special reasons why our claims should
be considered favorably by your honorable body. New Mexico during
the civil war showed her devotion and loyalty to the General Govern-
ment by the great number of soldiers she furnished for the Union Army.

In the recent war with 8pain New Mexico furnished more than one-
half of the soldiers that constituted the famous Rough Rider regiment
commanded by Col. Theodore Roosevelt. In the opinion of your memo-
rialists Arizona is not without her clalms to separate statehood. In
1865, when that Territory was taken from New Mexico, Congress In the
act establishing the Territory promised it statehood within Its present
boundaries. A Territorial form of government is not compatibﬁa with
the interests of the people. Such a government is intolerant and ob-
noxious to the American citizen. A territorlal government is only
intended to endure up to the point where the people are ready to enter
the Union as a State; such a government as ours in this Territory is
a denial of mn{ of the substantial rights of the people living within
the Territory. It is an injustice to them to longer keep them in Ter-
ritorial bondage. With the entrance of this Territory into the Union
of States our wealth will rapidly Increase. Capital will find invest-

granting an increase of pension to Thomas
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ments here that is too timid to enter a Territory. Our great mineral
resources, including vast iron and coal deposits, oopér:r. silver, gold,
sulphur, and other extensive minerals, will upidl vel and in
a &w Jm

years under a State government enjoying liberty we will
be a pmerous ?eop!e: Therefore, be it
Reso , That the secretnry of the Territory be, and he Is hereby,

e
directed to transmit certified copies of this memorial to the President

of the United States, to the honorable of the Interlor, to the
President of the United States Senate, and to the members of the Sen-
ate Committes on Territories; and the of the Terrl is
further directed to have printed 500 copies of this memorial and to
malil a copy to each of the Members of the two Houses of Congress.

JOHN B. CLARK,
Pregident of the Council.

Parry P. Owr

“‘
Clerk of the Council.
CARL A. DALIES,
‘s"peaber of the House.
GEORGE W. ARMILJO,
Ohief Clerk of the House.

Approved by me this 18th day of January, A. D, 1905,
MigueL A. OTERO,
Governor of New Merico.
5 I;‘lned in office of secretary of New Mexico January 18, 1905, 4.10

8.45 . M., JANUARY 19, 1905. el it gt

Mr, GALLINGER presented a petition of the Board of Trade
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation
providing for the establishment in the District of Columbia of
a juvenile court, to be held in a building separate and apart from
the police court; which was referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

He also presented a memorial of the Bar Association of Wash-
ington, D. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla-
tion to provide for a collateral inheritance tax in the District
of Columbia, ete.; which was referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

He also presented a petition of the board of trustees of the
American University, of Washington, D. C., praying for the
enactment of legislation providing for the extension and im-
provement of Massachusetts and Boundary avenues NW.;
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. ALLISON presented the memorial of Henry Borholm and
29 other citizens of Boone, Iowa, remonstrating against the
enactment of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of
certain places of business in the Distriet of Columbia; which
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented petitions of 8. Koerner and sundry other
citizens of Yarmouth, and of the Commercial Club of Council
Bluffs, all in the State of Towa, and of the Carriage Builders’
Association of Wilmington, Del., praying for the enactment of
Jegislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission ; which were referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Confidence Todge, No. 102,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Des Moines; of Local
Division No. 410, Order of Railway Conductors, of Belle Plaine;
of Fraser Division, No. 131, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi-
neers, of Sanborn; of Ne Plus Ulira Lodge, No. 12, Brotherhood
of Railroad Trainmen, of Ottumwa ; of Junction City Division,
No. 211, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Eagle Grove,
and of Local No. 602, Brotherhood of Ralilroad Train-
men, of Des Moines, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the
passage of the so-called * employers’ liability bill;” which were
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 120, Cigar
Makers' International Union, of Muscatine; of Loeal Union, Ci-
gar Makers’ International Union, of Keokuk, in the State of Towa,
and of the Colorado Beet Sugar Manufacturers’ Association, of
Denver, Colo., remonsirating against any reduction of the tariff
on sugar, tobacco, and cigars imported from the Philippine
Islands; which were referred to the Committee on the Philip-

ines.

» He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of
Des Moines, Iowa, praying for the ratification of international
arbitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also presented a memorial of the Boston Central Branch,
United Irish League of America, of Boston, Mass., remonstrating
against the ratification of international arbitration treaties;
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Ile also presented a memorial of the Bar Association of Phoe-
nix, Ariz., remonstrating against the admission of the Territories
of Arizona and New Mexico into the Union as one State; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

' He also presented petitions of R. 8. Reed and 43 other citi-
zens of Checotah, and of George W. Smith and 115 other citizens
of Flint District, in the Indian Territory; of the Presbyterian

Synod of Fairfield; of the Woman’s Christlan Temperance
Union of Dows, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian
Church of Coggon, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the en-
actment of legislation providing for continued prohibition of
intoxieating liquors in the Indian Territory according to recent
agreements with the Five Civilized Tribes; which were ordered
to lie on the table.

Mr. LONG presented a petition of the Anti-Horsethief Asso-
ciation of Sedgwick County, Kans, praying for the enactment
of legislation providing for the protection of Indians against the
liquor traffic in new States to be formed; which was ordered to
lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of Shawnee Division, No. 602,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Shawnee; of Local Di-
vision No. 370, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of Parsons;
of Local Division No. 344, Brotherhood@ of Locomotive Engi-
neers, of Wellington, and of the Hxecutive Committee of the
State Society of Labor and Industry, all in the State of Kansas,
praying for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability
bill ;” which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
meree,

Mr. ENOX presented a petition of the East End Board of
Trade, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion providing for the installation of the pneumatic-tube system
in the mail service of that city; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of
Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the ratification of international ar-
bitration treaties; which was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

He also presented petitions of Patriotic Orders, Sons of
Ameriea, of Pottstown, Rathmel, Reynoldsville, Gordon, Stras-
burg, Lopez, Gibraltar, Wernersville, Lloydell, Brisbin, and Red
Hill, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment
of legislation to restrict the immigration of aliens into the
United States; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- -
gration.

He also presented petitions of the Main Belting Company, of
Philadelphia ; of the Scotf Paper Company, of Philadelphia; of
the J. C. Blair Company, of Huntingdon; of Schaum & Uhlinger,
of Philadelphia; of R. V. Mattison, of Ambler; of the Monon-
gahela Tube Company, of Pittsburg; of the Pittsburg Printing
Company, of Pittsburg, and of the Pioneer Suspender Company,
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for
the enactment of legislation authorizing the registration of
trade-marks ; which were referred to the Committee on Patents.

He also presented petitions of George I Bodine, of Phila-
delphia; of T. D. Collins, of Nebraska; of F. X. Kreitler, of
Nebraska; of J. B. Rolsgrove, of Carlisle; of W. 8. H. Heer-
mans and sundry other citizens of Towanda, and of Charles
Kreamer, of Lock Haven, all in the State of Pennsylvania,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the open-
ing and improving of Massachusetts and Boundary avenues
NW., in the ciy of Washington, D. C.; which were referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia,
Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti-
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of C. A. Barrett, of Germantown ;
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Philadelphia
County; of Clarence Lathbury, of Philadelphia; of Rebecea B.
Chambers, of West Grove; of M. B. Hull, of Philadelphia; of
A. J. Lippinecott, of Philadelphia; of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Orangeville, and of A. M. Barrett, of
Germantown, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED
Swmoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented petitions of the Christian Citizenship Com-
mittee of the Christian Endeavor Union of Philadelphia; of
E. H. Chase, of Philadelphia; of Anna L. Wallace, of Phila-
delphia; of H. 0. Seattergood, of Philadelphia; of G. R. Lau-
man, of Pittsburg; of the Epworth League of the Christian
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg; of 8. W. Gilkey, of
Mercer; of the Leverington Christian Endeavor Society, of
Roxboro, and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union
of Orangeville, all in the State of Pennsylvania; and of the
legislative department of the American Anti-Saloon League,
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors
in the Indian Territory when admitted to statehood ; which were
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Health Pro-
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tective Association of New York City and a petition of the
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Orangeville, Pa., pray-
ing for the passage of the so-called * pure-food bill;” which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented memorials of the congregation of St.
Peter’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Reading; of the Wo-
man’'s Christian Temperance Union of Orangeville; of the
Berks County Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Read-
ing; of 25 citizens of Pittsburg, and of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Reading, all in the State of Pennsylvania,
remonstrating against the repeal of the present anticanteen
law ; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of 45 citizens of Beaver County,
Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu-
tion to recognize God as the source of all authority and power
in civil government; which was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

He also presented memorials of Good Intent Grange, No. 862,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Westmoreland County; of Lenox
Grange, No. 931, Patrons of Husbandry, of Susquehanna
County ; of 8. J. Saxton, of Granville; of Ralph Baity, of Coving-
ton ; of H. D. Shover, of Mansfield; of V. A. Whittaket, of Mans-
field, and of A. V. Young, of Millville, all in the State of Penn-
sylvania, remonstrating against the repeal of the present oleo-
margarine law; which were referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of 10 citizens of Kerrmoor, Pa.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Youghiogheny Lodge, No. 218,
Brotherhood of Railrecad Trainmen, of Connellsville; Tin City
Division, No. 565, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of New-
castle; Rlenovo Division, No. 465, Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers, of Renovo; George W. Childs Division, No. 353,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Lngineers, of Philadelphia; Potts-
ville Division, No. 416, Order of Railway Conductors, of Potts-
ville; Pennsylvania Division, No. 156, Order of Rallway Con-
ductors, of Carbondale; Easton Division, No. 147, Order of
Railway Conductors, of Easton; Easton Division, No. 259,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Easton; Lodge No.
321, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of McKees Rocks;
Lodge No. 416, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Law-
rence County; Andrew Carnegie Division, No. 325, Brotherhood
_ of Locomotive Engineers, of Allegheny County; W. J. Hall Divi-
sion, No. 305, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Hall-
stead ; R. B. Hawkins Division, No. 114, Order of Railway Con-
ductors, of Pittsburg; Lackawanna Division, No. 12, Order of
Railway Conductors, of Scranton; Holbrook Lodge, No. 378,
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of McKees Rocks, all in
the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-
called * employers' liability bill; ” which were referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of Mr. Hinton Rowan Helper,
of Washington, D. C., I present his memorial to Congress, rela-
tive to an intercontinental railway through the three Americas.
I move that the memorial be printed as a document and re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. STONE presented the petition of E. A. Barbour and sundry
other citizens of Springfield, Mo., praying for an investigation
into conditions in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of Queen City Division, No. 60,
Order of Railway Conductors, of BSedalia; of Local Divi-
gion No. 80, Order of Railway Conductors, of Springfield, and
of Local Division, Order of Railway Conductors, of Cape Girar-
dean, all in the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of
the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” which were referred
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi-
cago, Alton, Bloomington, Geneva, Moline, and Pinckneyville, all
in the State of Illineois, praying for the enactment of legislation
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission ;
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented petitions of Union Lodge, No. 138, Brother-
hood of Locomotive Firemen, of Freeport; of Galesburg Lodge,
No. 24, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Galesburg; of
Loeal Division No, 377, Order of Railroad Conductors, of Joliet;
of Northwestern Lodge, No. 424, Brotherhood of Railroad Train-
men, of Chicago, and of Lincoln Division, No. 206, Order of Rail-
road Conductors, of Springfield, all in the State of Illinois, pray-
ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability biil;”
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

1117

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the National Tea Asso-
ciation of the United States, and a petition of sundry tea im-
porters and jobbers of Chicago, Ill., praying that increased com-
pensation be granted to United States tea examiners; which
were referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of the Liberty ILeague
of Grand Junction, Colo., praying for the enactment of legisla-
tion to increase the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for an investigation
of the charges made and filed against Hon. Reed Smioot, a Sen-
ator from the SBtate of Utah; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for the ratification
of international arbitration treaties; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christinn Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for the enactment

.of legislation to prohibit the sale of infoxicating liquors in all

Government buildings, ships, and premises; which was referred
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for the enactment
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was
referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for the enactment
of legislation to prohibit the sending through the mails of all
zambling devices, etc. ; which was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Colo., praying for the adoption
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ;
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Celo., praying for the enactment
of legislation to prohibit the sale of opium except in medical
prescriptions, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Canon City, Celo., praying for the enactment
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi-
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the heirs of John Sevier, pray-
ing for the settlement of the claim of John Sevier against the
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims.

He also presented the petition of M. D. Parr and 146 other
citizens of Bartlesville, Ind. T., and the petition of E. D. Cam-
eron and 130 other citizens of South MeAlester, Ind. T., praying
for continued prohibition in the Indian Territory according to
the recent treaty pledges with the Five Civilized Tribes; which
were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. KITTREDGE presented the memorial of Charles M.
Clark and 54 other citizens of Sanborn County, 8. Dak., remon-
strating against the enactment of legislation requiring certain
places of business in the District of Columbia to be closed on
Sunday ; which was referred to the Committee on the District
of Columbia. f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lnmbia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 6422) to amend an
act approved February 12, 1901, entitled “An act to provide for
eliminating certain grade crossings on the line of the Baltimore
and Potomae Railroad Company in the city of Washington,
D. C., and requiring said company to depress and elevate its
tracks and to enable it to relocate parts of its railroad therein,
and for other purposes,” reported it without amendment, and
submitted a report thereon.

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 6244) to change the
lunacy proceedings in the District of Columbia where the Com-
missioners of said District are the petitioners, and for other pur-
poses, reported it withont amendment.

Mr. KITTREDGE, from the Committee on Forest Reserva-
tions and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 17345) to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, Cali-
fornia, eertain lands therein described, and to attach and in-
clude the said lands in the Sierra Forest Reserve, reported it
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.
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ADDITIONAL LAND FOR GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR INSANE.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 26th day of April,
1904, the Senate considered and agreed to the following resolu-
tion :

That the Committee on the District of Columbla be, and the same is
hereby, authorized and directed, by subcommittee or otherwise, to make
a careful investigation as to the s.dvisabllitﬁngt acquiring for the Gov-
ernment Hospital for the Insane, by purchase, condemnation, or ex-
change of land, lots Nos. 15, 16, and 17, and such parts of lots 18 and 19
as lie north of the ravine which runs from Nichols avenue, near the
Congress Heights schoolhouse, to the river, in the District of Columbia,
being the tracts or parcels of land referred to and described in the act
approved on the 3d day of March, 1901, and also the small
triangular parcel of land lying between the southern boundary of said
hospital grounds and Wilson Park, known as the Brooke tract, and to
report to Congress at its next session such recommendations as said
committee may deem proper.

The Committee on the District of Columbia have given very
careful consideration to this matter and beg leave to file a writ-
ten report in favor of the purchase of that land.

Further, Mr. President, I am directed by the committee to re-
port a proposed amendment to the sundry civil appropriation
bill in reference to the matter, which I move be printed and re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.

The motion was agreed to.

LINWORTH PLACE, WASHINGTON CITY.

Mr. GALLINGER. I report back favorably, with an amend-
ment from the Committee on the District of Columbia, the bill
(H. R. 15477) to change the name of Thirteen-and-a-half street
to Linworth place. The committee report a substitute for the
bill, and I ask present consideration for it. It will take but a
moment.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendment of the Committee on the District of Columbia
was to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

‘Phat from and after the passage of this act the minor street“l?ylng
between B and D streets and Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets 8W., in
the city of Washington, D. C., and known as Thirteen-and-a-half street,
shall be known designated as Linworth place,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concarred in.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to change the
name of a portion of Thirteen-and-a-half street to Linworth

lace-”

' Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (8. 5648) to change the
name of Thirteen-and-a-half street to Linworth place, sub-
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and
the bill was postponed indefinitely.

WILLIAM L. PATTERSON.

Mr. WARREN. From the Committee on Military Affairs I
report back without amendment the bill (8. 5997) authorizing
the President to nominate and appoint William L. Patterson a
second lieutenant in the United States Army, and I submit a re-
port thereon. It is a bill of but four lines, and I ask unanimous
consent for its present consideration.

The Secretary read the bill.

Alr. DANIEL. Is the bill upon its passage?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is.

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to hear the report read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

Mr. WARREN. The report is short, and it may be read so
that it will appear in the REcorD.

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to know the case I am voting
upon.

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read.

The Secretary read the report, submitted this day by Mr.
WARREN, as follows:

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
LS. 59097) authorizing the President to nominate and appoint Willlam

Patterson a second lieutenant in the United States Army have con-
sidered the same and now report it back to the Benate, recommending
its passage without amendment.
illiam L. Patterson was designated by President McKinley for
examination for appointment as second lientenant on July 8, 1901.
The President’s Instruction was sent from Canton, Ohilo, to the honor-
able the Secretary of War. In the absence of the President and Sec-
retary of War, and mistake in the War Department, the
went finltla’)st:l; p‘i}il:u m?efni. e Department and Mr. Patterson was no
fied o

Kinley, d the 2d of N ber,
legfehtgdgﬁmng&envﬁi;;hﬁ%ﬁ ﬂ, nI‘;ﬁt‘tera\mon ne to t‘iae ol;ecl: l;-
tended for him. He resign by Wash-

of Con

pers
noti-

usiness position and came

ington to study for examination, and while thus engam he was In-
formed that he had become ineligible in the meantime, ause he had
reached the statutory maximum age limit—27 years.

President McKinley's order of July 8, 1901, gave Mr. Patterson a
margin of nearly three months In which to be examined, but on ac-
count of the error occurring in the War Department, for which Mr.
l.‘-’alttterso::lt can in no way be held responsible, he is barred from ap-
pointment.

Later on Mr. Patterson was appointed for service in the Porto Rico
Provisional Regiment, where he served with distinction as a lieuten-
ant for nearly three years, and last June, when all of the officers of
the above regiment were mustered out and only those reappointed who
were fully qualified, after examination, mentaly, morally, and physic-
ally, Mr. Patterson received a rating of over 90 per cent In this exam-
ination, and now is a first lieutenant and battalion adjutant. In all
the subjects in the regular garrison school for officers he has duly .

passed.

Herewith are submitted and made a part of this report letter of
ex-Secretary of War Hon. Eliha Root and letter of the present Secretary
of War, Hon. William H. Taft:

War DEPARTMENT, June I8, 1902,

Respectfully returned to the chairman Committee on Military Affairs,
House of Representatives.

This Is a ullar case.

William L. Patterson was designated by President McKinley for ex-
amination for appointment as a second lieutenant early in July, 1901.
In the absence of the President and Secremgy of War, and owing to the
fact that more than 10,000 cases were %s:l ing in the Department, in-
volving hundreds of directions from the esident and bhetween one and
two thousand examinations, his case was not acted upon, and, through
no fault of his, when it came to be acted upon, it appeared that he had
in the meantime ?awed the age of 27, the limit fixed by the statute.
An examination of his record and of the young man himself produced
a firm conviction in mind that he is very desirable material for the
Arm{. and I ve}gy much regretted that the statute created a bar to his
nm)o ntment. e was accordingly put into the Porto Rico regiment. I
thirk it would be a good thing for the service and but fair to him If
President McKinley's direction, made before he had reached the statu-
toryhlég.nlt, could be carried oui, notwithstanding the limit having been
reac]

ELIHU ROOT.

WaAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 3, 1905,
8mr: I concur in the statement of Secretary Root that the case of
William L. Patterson is so exceptional that the bill submitted should
A8S.

Mr, Patterson has an excellent record In the Porto Rican regiment,
and has there shown that he is well qualified for a position as an officer
in the United States Army.

Very respectfully,

AW H. Tawr, Seoretary of War.

The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS,
United States Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

SUNFLOWER RIVER BRIDGE IN MISSISSIPPI.

Mr. BERRY. I report back favorably without amendment
from the Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 17100) to au-
thorize the construction of a bridge across Sunflower River, in
Sharkey County, Miss. I ecall the attention of the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. MoxEeY] to it.

Mr. MONEY. I ask consent that the bill be immediately con-
sidered. There is no objection to it. It passed the House, and
meets all the requirements of the law,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (8. 6728) granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles W. Cowing; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (8. 6729) for the relief of James
A. Humphreys; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 6730) for the relief of Adam
Zarn ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (8. 6731) to provide for the erec-
tion of a publie building at Charleroi, Pa.; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

Mr. OVERMAN iniroduced a bill (8. 6732) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Tipton; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (8. 6733) for the relief of M. T.
Skidmore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Claims.

Mr. CLARK of Montana introduced a bill (8. 6734) to author-
ize the Secretary of the Interior to construct irrigation works
on certain streams in Montana and Wyoming; which was read
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twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation of Arid Lands.

Mr. TALIAFERRO (for Mr. Marrory) introduced a bill (S.
G735) to providé for free lectures to the people in the District
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on the District of Columbia. ~

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (8. 6736) granting an increase
of pension to Jane McMahon; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (8. 6737) granting an in-
crease of pension to Eugene P. Kingsley; which was read twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr, GALLINGER introduced a bill (8. 6738) relating to the
inspection of steam boilers in the District of Columbia; which
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper,
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. PATTERSON introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Pensions:

A bill (8. 6739) granting an increase of pension to John H.
Brooks (with accompanying paper) ;

MAzﬁm (8. 6740) granting an increase of pension to Oliver N.
cLain ;

A bill (8. 6741) granting an increase of pension to Daniel
Stoyles (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 6742) granting an increase of pension to Mary O.
O'Niell; and

A bill (8. 6743) granting a pension to Joseph A. Aldrich (with
accompanying paper).

Mr., CULLOM introduced a bill (8. 6744) relative to the com-
missions of officers who are under the direction and control of
the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of Commerce and
Labor, respectively; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (8. 6745) to grant eertain land
to the State of Minnesota, to be used as a site for the construc-
tion of a sanitarium for the treatment of consumptives; which
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Public Lands.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (8. 67468) relat-
ing to the seals affixed to commissions in the Post-Office Depart-
ment and the Department of Commerce and Labor; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

AMENDMENTS TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. STONE (by request) submitted an amendment authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Interior to pay 8. W. Peel, of Benton-
ville, Ark., out of any money in the Treasury of the United
States belonging to the Choctaw Nation of Indians, in the In-
dian Territory, the sum of $5,250, with interest, for profes-
sional services rendered said Indians and money expended in
behalf of said nation in a certain suit against said nation in
the United States Court of Claims, ete., intended to be proposed
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment proposing to ap-
propriate $3,200 for clerical work and stationery in the office of
the United States Surveyor-General required on surveys within
the Pine Ridge Indian Reservation, 8. Dak., intended to be pro-
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to Be
printed. ]
JEAN MICHAEL VENDENHIME,

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations :

Resolved, That the SBecretary of State be, and he Is hereby, requested
at his earllest convenience, to report to the Senate wha amount, it
any, would be due Jean Michael Vendenhime (or Michael Fentenheim)
a ¢ltizen of France, from the United States, for loss and destruction of
property, If the claim were allowed under the same prineciples and rules
of evidence as interpreted and applied In claims of llke character
wt'éif% w::!‘g :il%‘;:dgra& t:‘;prg:t"ee?:ld?uumﬂcafs cﬂ\lg(:)s Sl?dmwﬁbaequexfg
gald b; the United States. . "

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

H. R. 15604. An act providing for the exercise of the powers
of the judge of the district court of the United States for the
Territory of Hawaii by certain other judges of the courts of the
Territory of Hawaii was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R.17577. An act authorizing the Lindsey Lumber Com-
pany, a corporation of Hscambia County, Ala., to construct a
bridge across Conecuh River at or near the town of Pollard, in
said county and State, was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

. R.17646. An act to extend certain provisions of the Re-
vised Statutes of the United States to the Philippine Islands
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
the Philippines.

H.R.17708. An act to amend section 3646, Revised Statutes
of the United States, as amended by act of February 16, 1885,
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on
Finance.

TRANSFER OF FOREST RESERVES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the ac-
tion of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the
transfer of forest reserves from the Department of the Interior
to the Department of Agriculture, and requesting a conference
g:eth the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses

Teon.

Mr. KITTREDGE. I move that the Senate insist upon its
amendment to the bill and accede to the request of the House
for a conference.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was au-
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and
Mr. PeErxInNs, Mr. KrrTrence, and Mr. GiesoNn were appointed.

SOLICITOR FOE THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
genate a bill returned from the House at the request of the

enate.

The SECRETARY. A bill (8. 4162) providing for the appoint-
ment of a solicitor for the Post-Office Department and abolishing
the office of Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office
Department.

Mr. HOPKINS. I shall ask that the bill be temporarily laid
aside without prejudice.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois
wishes to have the bill restored to the Calendar?

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir.

_ Mr, COCEKRELL. The motion which has been entered to re-
consider must be acted on.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to reconsider was
entered yesterday. The Senator from Illinois moves to recon-
sider the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading,
and passed.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois
now asks that the bill be placed on the Calendar in its original
place. The Chair hears no objection, and that order is made.

ESTATE OF GEORGE W. SOULE.

Mr. BURNHAM. I ask consent to take from the Calendar the
bill (8. 559) for the relief of the legal representatives of George
Soule. It was passed over without prejudice. I ecall the atten-
tion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALrisox] to the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire asks for the consideration of the bill?

Mr. BURNHAM. Yes, sir. It has been read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -The bill was reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment to strike out all
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. The amend-
ment will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

That the Becretary of the Tr be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to to Ephraim Hunt and Julia M. Hunt, executors of
the last will a.nga{estment of Geoﬁe W. Boule, decea
$81,500, for loss and damage sustalned by said George W. Soule by
reason of the seizure and ag})roprlntlon. against his protest, for publie
purposes, the collector customs of San Francisco, Cal, in the
year 1852, the erection of the custom-house of the United States,
of six stores, the protpert-y of said Soule, situate upon a certain square
of land in the city of S8an Francisco, by him then oceupied under claim
of title, and belnf the same land whereon sald custom-house was
said sum of $31,500, being the cost to sald Soule of the erectlon
stores in the year 1851; and saild sum of money shall be in
of all cla.ld?ag,r of ‘%ve& ?escﬁpug;} what-
. Sou
lagj representatives, against the United States. SR
EC. That there is hereby a pr&frlnted, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $31,500, for the
purposes specified in this ac

Mr. SPOONER. Is the bill subject to objection?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is.

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it may go over without prejudice.

Mr. BURNHAM. I trust the Senator will not insist upon that
course. The bill has been read and the report has been read.
The senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arrisox] has examined the
matter, I understand, and I-have called his attention to the bill.

Mr. SPOONER. I can not hear the Senator.

Mr. BURNHAM. I wish to call the attention of the senior
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arrisox] to the bill.

erec
of sal

g
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Mr. ALLISON. When the bill was up a few days ago I
objected to its consideration. Since that time I have had an
opportunity to look into it, and from the examination I could
make it seems to me that there is some merit in the claim.
Therefore, I do not feel at liberty to object further to its con-
sideration.

Mr. SPOONER. He would be a very bold man, Mr. Presi-
dent, who would object to a claim after the Senator from Iowa
has carefully examined it and concluded that it was a wise
c¢laim. I withdraw my objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I ask leave to say one word
further, in view of what the Senator from Wisconsin has said.

This claim is a very old one, and it is my opinion, after not
a careful examination, but such an examination as I could give
it, that the heirs of this man Soule are entitled to consideration
from Congress, and they can secure relief from no other source.
I think there is an equitable claim; but I will not be respon-
sible in the way suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin or
the Senator from New Hampshire for the passage of the bill
by the Senate. I am only responsible for withdrawing the
objection which I made when the claim was under consideration
a few days ago. I am willing, of course, that the bill shall be
considered by the Senate, and under the five-minute rule, in
order that the heirs of this gentleman may have a hearing
before the Senate. %

Mr. SPOONER. I have no desire to improperly or without
warrant stop by an objection any bill; and if the Senator from
New Hampshire will consent that it may go over for a little
while, I wish to examine the report as to one single proposi-
tion, and I will then withdraw the objection.

Mr. HOPKINS. I think the entire Senate would like to
know sonrething about the bill. It appears from the report that
the property was taken more than fifty years ago by the Gov-
ernment, and if it is a claim that is proper to be paid some rea-
gon should be given for the great delay. I should like for my-
self, before I vote on it, to know what the facts are.

Mr. SPOONER. I was simply suggesting that I had looked
partially into the bill, and if I were satisfied about one matter
which I have not been able to investigate thoroughly I should
see no objection to the bill. Of course any other Senator would
be at liberty to do what he pleases.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been heretofore
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and
the report was read in full.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the only claim that I
ever succeeded in getting through the Congress of the United
States for a citizen of New Hampshire was about thirty years
old. It was as just a claim as one man ever held against
another in the history of the world. The day the President of
the United States signed that bill the claimant died and was
buried by charity.

Now, Mr. President, I think the age of a bill ought not to
militate against it. I have given careful consideration tg this
bill. I did so when I was a Member of the other House, and I
have believed that there were very strong equities in it.

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire
yield to me for a moment?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. HOPKINS. The suggestion I made about the age of the
bill relates back to its merit. If at the time this property was
taken by the Government of the United States the claimant of
the property was entitled to his pay, there must be some rea-
son given, it seems to me, why it was not then adjusted. The
very fact that fifty years have passed without the Government
taking any action in it whatever is really an element, it seems
to me, that should be explained before Senators are called upon
to vote in favor of the claim.

Mp. GALLINGER. When the bill was up before, at the re-
quest of some Senator, the report was read in full, and I appre-
hend that my colleague, who is a very careful legislator and a
good lawyer, has incorporated in the report the reasons why
the c¢laim should be paid. I do not imagine that any speeches
would illumine the subject at all. I had hoped that the bill
might pass this morning, but of course, as the Senator from
Wisconsin wants to examine it further, I will say to my col-
league I think it ought to go over for that purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wiscon-
gin simply asked not that the bill go over, but that it be passed
over for the present to come up later on.

' Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, that is it. I think that ought to be
done. : !

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection?

Mr. BURNHAM, That course is entirely agreeable.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objec-
tion, and the bill will go over for the present.

EECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of Senate bill 6314. It is a short bill involv-
ing a small matter. It is recommended by the Secretary of the
Interior, and I think it should be passed at this time.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 6314) for the relief of
certain receivers of public moneys, acting as special disbursing
agents, in the matter of amounts expended by them for per
diem fees and mileage of witnesses in hearings, which amounts
have not been credited by the accounting officers of the Treas-
ury Department in the settlement of their accounts. It directs
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any unexpended
balances of the appropriations made by the sundry civil act of
March 3, 1903, the deficiency act of February 18, 1904, and the
sundry civil act of April 28, 1904, for expenses of hearings in
land entries and for contingent expenses of land offices, to cer-
tain receivers of public moneys acting as special disbursing
agents, such amounts as they may have expended for per diem
fees and mileage of witnessed during the period beginning July
1, 1903, and ending September 30, 1904, in the conduct of hear-
ings ordered by the Commissioner of the General Land Office as
have not been credited by the accounting officers of the Treas-
ury Department in the settlement of the accounts of the special
disbursing agents and as may have been heretofore or may be
lé%lieafter approved by the Commissioner of the General Land

ce.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

FUR-SEAL FISHERIES CLAIMS.

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, at the conclusion of the morn-
ing hour yesterday the fur-seal bill was before the Senate, and
it went over without prejudice, retaining its place on the Cal-
endar. I would be pleased if I should be permitted an oppor-
tunity to submit a few remarks in response to those made by
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver] in opposition to the
bill, and I therefore ask that it may be taken up at the present
time for that purpose,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon
asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the bill
known as the * fur-seal bill” be proceeded with now, in order
that he may make some remarks. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none. The Senator further asks that the limita-
tion under Rule VIII shall not apply to him in this case. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none. The Senator from
Oregon is recognized without limitation under Rule VIII.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (8. 3410) to extend to citizens of the
United States who were owners, charterers, masters, officers,
and crews of cerfain vessels registered under the laws of the
United States, and to citizens of the United States whose claims
were rejected because of the American citizenship of the claim-
ants, or of one or more of the owners, by the international com-
mission appointed pursuant to the convention of February 8,
1806, between the United States and Great Britain, the relief
heretofore granted to and received by British subjects in re-
spect of damages for unlawful seizures of vessels or cargoes, or
both, or for damnifying interference with the vessels or the
voyages of vessels engaged in sealing beyoyd the 3-mile limit,
and beyond the jurisdiction of the United States, in accordance
with the judgment of the fur-seal arbitration at Paris, in its
award of August 15, 1893, and so that justice shall not be de-
nied to American citizens which has been so freely meted out
to British subjects, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, on yesterday the Senator from
Towa [Mr. Dorriver] delivered a very able speech in opposition
to this measure. While I very much enjoyed the speech, I re-
gret to say that I can not indorse the sentiments expressed.
Though not the especial champion of this measure, I should
have liked to answer at the time, but the opportunity was not
afforded. I did not introduce this bill. It was introduced dur-
ing the last session by the distinguished senior Senator from
Alabama [Mr. MoreAN], referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, and reported back from that committee by the same
Senator, he making a very full and very able report, which em-
bodied practically all the information that is necessary to an nn-
derstanding of the measure. I did not know that this bill was
pending before the Senate until about three weeks ago, when I
discovered that fact, and being somewhat familiar with some of
the circumstances attending the seizures of these vessels, and
knowing that there are many just claims, I at once took an in-
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terest in the bill. Having ascertained that the Senator from
Alabama, who introduced the bill, desired that it might be called
up, I took occasion to call it to the attention of the Senate.

The Senator from Iowa on yesterday seemed disposed to criti-
cise rather severely the report of Mr. Don M. Dickinson, at one
time, I believe, senior counsel for this Government before the
commission appointed to determine the amount of the British
claims. I do not know Mr. Dickinson except by reputation, but
if his reputation truly reflects his character I think we are justi-
fied in accepting as true the statement he has made in his re-
port and in the hearings before the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. If the statement be true, I can not understand how
anyone acquainted with the facts can refrain from supporting
this measure. I do not mean in every respect, for there may be
some defects in the bill. The purpose of the bill is to provide
for compensating the owners of American vessels that were
seized in Bering Sea while engaged in pelagic sealing.

The Senator from Iowa assailed to some extent the character
of the men engaged in pelagic sealing. My friend resides in
the State of Iowa, a noble old State and the home of my boy-
hood days. I can truly say that I love its rocks and rills, its
woods, its templed hills, its broad prairies, and, above all, its
splendid class of citizens; but I can not escape the conviction
that that State is a little too far inland and a little too far
away from even the *odor of the brine from the ocean” to
enable my friend to form a proper and true estimate of the
character and worth of the men that “go down to the sea in
ships.” He refers to these men as pirates belonging to piratical
crews. He seems to think that they are somewhat akin to the
YVikings of old, who roved the sea in quest of plunder and spoil.
I regret that my friend from Iowa has not had a more intimate
acquaintance with these men and with the character of men
who are engaged in sailing the ocean. If he had, we would
have had such a eulogy passed upon them as could only come
from one gifted with his wealth of language. I have lived, Mr.
President, something over a quarter of a century down by the
sea, and I know something of the character of the men engaged
in sailing the ocean. I know that there is no more courageous,
patriotic class of citizens than are they. They are bold, per-
haps somewhat reckless, but always courageous and patriotie,
as a class. That there are exceptions to the rule is not to be
doubted; but speaking of them as a class, they will compare
favorably with any other class of citizens the world over.

Mr, President, the only question here is whether or not these
men who sailed ships under the flag of this country shall be
treated on an equality with the citizens of other nations, Every
seized ship belonging to a citizen of a foreign country which
went into the waters of Bering Sea during the period covered
by this bill has been paid for. Every particle of damage sus-
tained by the citizens of any other country has been paid for.
We paid the British claimants for the damage they suffered by
reason of the seizure of their vessels or by reason of warning
their vessels from out Bering Sea.

Not alone did we pay the British claims, but we presented a
claim to the Russian Government for the payment of damages
suffered by our citizens by reason of seizures made by Russia
of their vessels when engaged in pelagic sealing within that
part of Bering Sea then claimed to be under the jurisdiction
of Russia.

I can not understand how this Government, having presented
such a claim to Russia and insisted on its payment, can now
deny relief to American citizens whose vessels were seized by us
under like circumstances. In other words, it occurs to me that
when we presented claims to Russia to indemnify our citizens
we acknowledged thereby that the seizure of vessels engaged in
pelagic sealing in Bering Sea was wrong.

The Senator from Iowa speaks about our citizens being in
those waters in violation of law. I call the Senator’s attention
to the fact that there never was any law prohibiting pelagic
sealing within the limits of Bering Sea prior to 1894. The first
statute enacted on the subject was in 1889. That statute did
not pretend to prohibit the taking of seals within the waters of
Bering Sea; it simply prohibited the taking of seals within
that portion of the sea over which this Government had domi-
nation. The language of the statute is as follows:

SEc. 3. That section 1936 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States is hereby declared to include and apply to all the dominion of
the United States in the waters of Bering Sea.

Section 1956 of the Revised Statutes, which is made to ap-
ply to “the dominion of the United States in the waters of
Bering Sea,” is a statute which imposes a penalty for taking
seal in “the waters of Alaska.” It was enacted in 1867, and
the fact that it was deemed necessary by legislation to ‘ex-
tend its provisions to Bering Sea shows that in the judgment
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of Congress the use of that term—" waters of Alaska "—in the
statute of 1867 did not serve to prohibit the taking of seal in
Bering Sea. Hence the contention of any Department of Gov-
ernment prior to the act of 1889 that any authority existed for
prohibiting the taking of seals in the waters of Bering Sea was
clearly and unquestionably wrong. Nor did the act of 1889
operate to prohibit the taking of seals in the waters of that
sea beyond the 3-mile limit from the shores.

The act of 1889 simply provided that said section 1956, which
prohibited the taking of seal in the * waters of Alaska,” should
apply to all that portion of Bering Sea under the dominion of
the United States. Manifestly the Congress did not understand
that it was asserting jurisdiction over the entire waters of
Bering Sea ; at least Congress was not willing to say in a statute
that it asserted such jurisdiction. Had Congress been willing
to take the position that its jurisdiction extended throughout
the waters of Bering Sea, it surely would in express terms have
made it unlawful thereafter to take seals within that sea. But,
instead of making that broad statement, Congress confined itself
to the declaration that said section should apply thereafter “ to
all the dominion of the United States in the waters of Bering
Sea.” If “the dominion of the United States” proved to be
less in extent than the entire sea, then clearly the taking of
seals within the sea, but beyond such dominion, was not pro-
hibited. It became important, therefore, to determine how far
that dominion did extend.

It was denied at once by Great Britain that the dominion of
the United States extended beyond the 3-mile limit; it was de-
nied by every person who was engaged in fishing in those
waters, and that such in fact was the extent of our jurisdiction
was ultimately held and determined by the Paris tribunal.

_Every one of the vessels whose owners will be benefited by

the provisions of this measure was apprehended beyond the
ordinary 3-mile limit. The question before the Paris tribunal
was whether or not Bering Sea was a closed or an open sea.
If it was a closed sea, confessedly this nation had jurisdiction
over it. If it was an open sea, the dominion of this Govern-
ment did not extend beyond the 3-mile limit. It was held to be
an open sea and that finally determined the extent of the domin-
ion of this nation in that locality. That being determined, I
ask the Senator from Iowa where is the law that prohibited
our people from engaging in seal taking in that sea beyond the
ordinary 3-mile limit?

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Keax in the chair). Does
the Senator from Oregon yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but
I would call his attention to the interpretation of the law made
by Secretary Sherman, in which he went fully into the subject
of the territorial claims of the United States over the waters of
Bering Sea.

Mr. FULTON. In what year was that?

Mr. DOLLIVER. In 1876. In this decision the Department
announced that it would enforce the law as contained in section
1956 of the Revised Statutes—
over all
fa Cortasd In 'the tEeaty Of comion ai the 1ne Avasaciie BIarla
Alaska, in Bering Sea.

So that it was the common understanding of all the depart-
ments of our Government, including the courts of the United
States at Sitka and elsewhere, that the term * dominion of the
United States in the waters of Bering Sea” included all that
portion of Bering Sea which was not confessedly under the
jurisdiction of Russia. ;

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, the order read by the Senator
from Iowa, issued in 1876——

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to
interrupt him a moment? ’

Mr. FULTON. I will yield in just a second. The order read
by the Senator from Iowa, issued in 1876, had no reference, of
course, to the statute of 1889, but it had reference to the statute
of 1867, which prohibited the taking of fur seals in Alaskan
waters. That the Secretary was wrong in his construction, in
the opinion of Congress, is very evident, as I have, I think, be-
fore shown, because thereafter, in 1889, Congress enacted the
statute to which I have alluded, in which it extends this very
section to which the Secretary referred and to which the Sena-
tor now refer to that portion of the sea over which this Govy-
ernment had dominion. If the act of 1867 applied to any part
of Bering Sea, then the Congressional act of 1889 was idle -and
unnecessary legislation. If it did not, then Mr., Sherman was
wrong. Evidently Congress thought ithat he was wrong in his
construction, and it endeavored to help him out of his dilemma
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by the act of 1889, but I do not think contributed much to his
authority.

Mr., FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt
him, what I want to say comes in just at that point better
than at any other place. I understood the Senmator from Iowa
[Mr. Doruaver] to state what was the character of some circu-
lar which the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Sherman, issued
in 1876. I should like to see that circular. I have heard of
it, but I have never been able to find a copy of it. I have been
able to find an order issued by Secretary Sherman in 1876,
which is recorded among the official orders of the Treasury
Department for that year, and, if the Senator does not object,
1 will read it.

Mr. FULTON. That is the order—

Mr. FORAKER. It simply follows the language of the
statute prohibiting the taking of fur seals in Alaska, or in the
waters thereof. * Treasury Department, Washington, D. C,
April 17, 1877,” is the date of this order. I will desist and not
trouble the Senator by reading it now, because it is rather
lengthy, but I will read it in connection with some remarks
which I will make after the Senator takes his seat.

But I eall the Senator’s attention to the fact thaf the order
issued by the Treasury Department did not pretend to claim
that the United States had jurisdiction over all the waters of
Bering Sea, and Secretary Boutwell, while Secretary of the
Treasury, is shown by the official records to have questioned
that proposition when somebody asserted it. I think I can
show that never until 1886 was the proposition made and in-
sisted upon by any department of the Government that we
had complete control over the waters of Bering Sea; on the
contrary, our Government always, before the Alaskan pur-
chase, contested the right asserted by Russia to a dominion
over the whole of Bering Sea, our claim always being that she
was restricted, as the Paris tribunal found all countries were,
to the 3-mile limit.

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. I think I am safe in making the
statement that no record can be found where Congress or any
authoritative body has ever asserted jurisdiction throughout
Bering Sea.

Mr. FORAKHER. There was a decision of Judge Dawson
of the United States district court—

Mr. FULTON. I understand that he did make such a deci-
slon under the orders of the Treasury Department, or, at least,
following such orders.

Mr. FORAKER. And our Government finally came to admit
that proposition.

Mr. FULTON. Never, though, has it by any legislation as-
serted jurisdiction over that water. As near as Congress ever
eame to making any such contention was by the act of 1889,
which, as I have said, did not pretend to assert jurisdiction
throughout Bering Sea, but simply made certain penal stat-
utes applicable to offenses committed within such portion of
Bering Sea as this Government had dominion over. Congress
was very careful not to assert in any statute that this nation
contended that our dominion extended over the entire eastern
half of Bering Sea. .

Mr. President, during all the time that this controversy be-
tween the nations was being carried on, citizens of other coun-
tries were going into those waters and engaging in seal fish-
ing. Would it not have been expecting too much of the Amer-
fean shipowner that he should permit his vessels to rot at the
wharves while the citizens of other nations were reaping a rich
harvest by engaging in fishing in those waters? Will it be
contended that it was the intention of this Government to ex-
clude the American citizen from those waters if it could not
equally exclude the foreigner?

The question whether or not it could exclude the foreigner
depended upon whether or not the dominion of this country
extended throughout the entire eastern half of Bering Sea. It
was determined by the tribunal to which the question was sub-
mitted that our jurisdiction did not extend throughout that
water: that it did not go beyond the usual 3-mile limit. That
question having been determined, we became liable to, and we
paid, the claims of the citizens of other states for the vessels
and cargoes owned by them and seized by us, and, I under-
stand, also for such direct damages as they sustained by reason
of having been driven out of the sea.

As I said a while ago, not only did we pay the claims of
PBritish subjects, but, on behalf of our own citizens, we pre-
sented a claim to the Russian government for payment of dam-
ages suffered by our people by reason of American vessels hav-
ing been selzed by Russia in the western half of that ocean.
If we were authorized by any law to prohibit sealing in the
eastern half of Bering Sea, I think it will be admitted that Rus-
sia was authorized as well to prohibit the taking of seals in the

western half. Her jurisdiction in the eastern half was exactly
equal to ours throughout the western half.

Whatever title we had to Bering Sea and whatever jurisdie-
tion we might exercise over it we derived from Russia. What
she did not convey to us manifestly she retained, and it is con-
ceded that, so far as she might, she retained the western half
of Bering Sea. Yet after the award in which it was held that
we were without jurisdiction to prohibit sealing beyond the
ordinary 3-mile limit, this Government presented claims to
Russia for damages caused by her seizure of vessels of our citi-
zens while engaged in fishing in the western or Russian half of
Bering Sea. That, it seems to me, Mr. President, everybody
must concede was an admission on the part of this Government
that the exclusion by it of any person from taking seals in those
waters was without authority.

If we felt justified in demanding payment from Russia for
the damage sustained by our citizens because of the seizure of
vessels by her, how can we defend against the claims of our own
citizens who are now asking us to compensate them because of
the damage they suffered from our seizures in cases exactly
similar in all respects to those for which we enforced payment
from Russia?

There is some question made by the Senator from Iowa as to
how far we should go in recognizing claims for damages, if we
shall recognize any. He is particularly opposed to the payment
of any indireect or consequential damages. So am I, but we
probably differ as to what constitutes such damages.

The Senator told us yesterday that the Vietoria tribunal or
commission did not allow the British claimants anything in the
way of indirect or consequential damages ; under which head he
places all damages excepting for seizure of ship and cargo, at
least I so understood him.

Now, I am not particularly contending for the payment of
what the Senator terms consequential damages, although I
think the right to recover certain damages which he would ex-

clude may be placed on broad grounds of equity. If we, without -

right or authority, drove vessels from those waters when found
there prepared to engage in fishing, having invested, as they
necessarily must have, a large amount of money in an outfit
peculiarly suited for that character of enterprise and unsuited
for anything else, it must follow that they suffered very con-
siderable direct damages whether or not the vessels were seized
or their cargoes taken. Even though a vessel was not seized,
but was simply warned away, compelled to quit the field, I think
the Senator will admit that the damage may have been and
probably was very considerable, not so much as it would have
been had the vessel been seized, but I submit the damange was
of the same character and rests upon the same foundations;
that the same principles of eguity that would demand compen-
sation for the one would appeal to us just as strongly for the
other.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. I understand that some of these vessels had
gone to the expense of outfitting, and after they had reached
Bering Sea, on a perfectly lawful errand, were warned away.
Some of those ships went elsewhere to kill seals. Some of them
returned to their home ports. Now, would the Senator
the damage and the loss of money in outfitting as consequential
damages?

Mr. FULTON. I would not, answering for myself. Or did
the Senator address his question to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is damnifying interference.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Iowa seemed to be amused
by the word “ damnifying.” It is an accurate word. Damnify-
ing, unlawful interference, simply means damage or injury done
to one by an unlawful interference. The phrase is rather a
peculiar one for a statute, but there are many such cases in the
law as between men. ;

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have not complained of the word. But I
call the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to the fact, if
the Senator from Oregon will allow me, that the modus vivendi
was published June 15, 1801, and nobody will deny that up to
that time, prior to the session of the tribunal at Paris, our Gov-
ernment had a right to believe and to require its citizens to be-
lieve that its statutes in that case provided were still in force.

Mr. SPOONER. 8o far as the statutes are concerned, I do
not find, if I may interrupt the Senator from Oregon——

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. I do not find in the statutes of the United
Stntes any evidence whatever of a purpose on the part of Con-
gress, even if it possessed the power, to prohibit any ecitizens or
ships of the United States from engaging in this work on the
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high seas. I will not say that the Congress might not make it a
condition of granting register to an Ameriecan ship that it should
not pursue its vocation on the high seas within limits, but there
is no purpose indicated in the statute to extend any prohibition
beyond the jurisdiction of the United States.

Now, it is not enough to say, as a matter of justice, that the
United States thought its jurisdiction extended further than in
law it did. It is not evident at all from the statutes that if
Congress had supposed the law had been that our jurisdiction
was limited to three marine leagues from the shore they would
have passed this statute, applicable in terms to the high seas,
punishing our citizens for doing, beyond our jurisdiction and on
the high seas, what the subjects of other governments were
freely doing.

Mr. DOLLIVER. We did that in the case of the slave trade.

Mr. SPOONER. The civilized nations of the world made it a
violation of international law to engage in the slave trade. Con-
gress might prohibit a citizen of the United States from engag-
ing in the slave trade, of course; but there was a concert of
nations about the slave trade. An agreement was made as to
the slave trade, and the requisite legislation as agreed to in the
treaties was provided by the various governments.

But in this case it is perfectly settled that citizens of the
United States were warned from engaging in the capture and
destruction of seals beyond the jurisdiction of the United States
on the mistaken theory of law that it was within our jurisdic-

 tion. We treated Bering Sea as mare clausum. A tribunal, in
an action to which we were a party and by whose judgment we
are bound, beld it to be the open sea; and I thought myself it
Was open sea.

So it seems to be a false assumption on the part of the Sena-
tor from Iowa, or anyone else urging it, that Congress ever
prohibited the capture and killing of seals beyond the jurisdic-
tion of the United States.

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wisconsin takes
his seat, conceding, if you please, that these claimants have a
right of action, what does the Senator understand to be the
elements of damages upon which the award would be made in
the case of a ship being warned off after being equipped to go
into Bering Sea for the season?

Mr. SPOONER. Various claims were made. There was a
claim made for the reimbursement of the cost of the outfit nec-
essary to such a voyage and to the prosecution of the purposes
of the voyage. In addition to that, claims were made for dam-
ages for seals which might have been captured and killed.

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 2

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me——

Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. Which, because of the exclusion of the ships
from the sea, these mariners were not able to take. That is
purely consequential.

Mr. HOPKINS. Baut if that is made an element, how can we
determine what damages should be allowed upon a point of that
kind?

Mr. SPOONER. A point of what kind?

Mr. HOPKINS. How can we measure the damages to any
of these shipowners on the question of the number of seals that
would be eaptured during the season?

Mr. SPOONER. We could not; and that is excluded. No-
body is in favor of putting that in.

Mr. HOPKINS. That has to be excluded if this bill is

assed?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. Nobody is in favor of putting

that in. In the case of Great Britain, it was not allowed by the
tribunal.
AMr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator that the reason

why I asked the question is that in the debate which has taken
place here I have gained the impression that that is one of the
elements which is to be pressed upon Congress.

Mr. SPOONER. I have prepared an amendment to this bill,
providing that only actual damages should be recov er'\ble
under the provisions of this act. I do not regard the class of
claims to which I have just alluded as anything other than
claims for actual damages.

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. HALE. This whole question came up in the case of
the Geneva award, and claims of the class that have been de-
scribed here as resulting from damnifying influences, in rather
epigrammatic phrase were known as the * prospective catch.”
Claims were made under that for what might have been caught
possibly. But they were all rejected because they were so
distant, so far removed that they were entirely incapable of
being measured.

Mr.
Mr.

SPOONER. They ought to be rejected here.
HALE. What was called the prospective catch.

Mr. SPOONER. They ought to be rejected here.

Mr. HALE. It is not included in the domain of the law
anywhere in any tribunal as a subject of damages.

Mr. SPOONER. . We claimed consequential damages at Ge-
neva.

Mr. HALE. I do not suppose the Senafor from Oregon de-
gilnl-;es or expects anything of that kind to be included in this

Mr. FULTON. I am not contending and I have not con-
tended for that.

Mr. HALE. I know that.

Mr. HOPKINS. DBut as the bill was reported it would in-
clude that element of damages.

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. SPOONER. No; if the Senator will permit me, as the
bill was reported it would not. As the bill has been amended
by the Senate it would, unless further amended.

Mr. HOPKINS. When I say the bill as reported, I take the
bill as I find it upon my desk. I think as the bill now reads it
would allow that. 3

Mr. SPOONER. The bill as reported limited the measure of
relief to that which had prevailed before the commission, and
they excluded consequential damages. PBEut ithe Senate struck
that out, which would have a tendency to leave justified under
this act claims for consequential damages. For that reason,
and to meet that, I have written in my copy of the bill here an
amendment to be proposed that actual damages only shall be re-
coverable under the provisions of this act.

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Oregon bear with me
for just o moment?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. FORAKER. I was a member of the subcommittee which
considered this bill, and we thought we had guarded the meas-
ure as against that character of claims. If the changes made in
the Senate leave the bill open to another construction, it should
be corrected. I have not been present all the while when the
bill has been under consideration, and I do not know as to that,
but I do know that nobody having to do with this measure has
ever thought of including the prospective catch, in the phrase
just used by the Senator from Maine. No such thought has
ever been on anybody’s mind. It has been simply the purpose
of those who have been dealing with the measure in the commit-
tee to enable this Government, through the courts and through
the instrumentalities provided by the bill, to do justice where
it seems an injustice was done.

Mr. SPOONER. With the permission of the Senator from
Ordzon——

Mr. FULTON. Certainly. I am very glad to have the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin take up this subject.

Mr. SPOONER. When this bill was reported from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, it contained this language:

And may grant to claimants hereunder the measure of relief granted
to subjects of Great Britain under the decision of the international
commission appointed under the convention between the United States
and Great Br?tain, concluded February 8, 1896, if In the opinion of the
court the same is just.

That excluded claims for consequential damages. The Senate
struck that out.

Mr. FULTON. I have not gone over the amendments re-
ported to note the effect of them, and I was not aware that that
provision had been stricken out.

I was rather of opinion, until the present discussion, that the
language of the bill would not admit of consequential damages.
That was the impression I was under.

But I was undertaking, at the time I was interrupted by the
Senator from Wisconsin—and I am under great obligations to
him for interrupting me, because he has thrown light on this
measure that I could not have thrown on it; he understands it;
it was before his committee, and he has thought these questions
out far more carefully than I, and I appreciate very much the
suggestions he has made—but I was proceeding to state that dam-
ages arising out of the fact that a vessel fitted out to engage in
seal ecatching was driven away by our revenue cutters and com-
pelled to abandon her voyage are direct damages. The rule for
the measure of damages in such a case is evident. The deteri-
oriation in his outfit and the loss of time and other apparent
and directly resulting losses would constitute elements of
damage.

Mr. DOLLIVER.
bunal at Vancouver?

Mr. FULTON. I think so. I understood the Senator to say
yvesterday that no such claim had been allowed, but it seems to
me there must have been, and I call the attention of the Senator

Was any such claim allowed by the tri-




1124

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 20

to the case of the Black Diamond. I read from Senate Docu-
ment No. 164, page 12:

1. The Black Diamond is a British schooner, registered at the port of
‘rictm-la. British Columbia.

In the month of E'el:rum. 1888 the Black Diamond sailed from
\'lctorla. Brltlsh Columbia, bound on a sealing voyage to the North Pa-
eific Ocean and Bering Sea. She carried a crew of four seamen and
sixteen Indian hunters, besides her master and mate, and was fully
equipg%g for the hunting and ca ture of seals.

Black Diamond la ursued the object of her Voyage.
namely, the capture of fur seals, un !l the 1st day of July, 1986, when
she entered the port of Unalaska. t this port the United States col-
lector of customs gave the master verl.mi orders to leave Bering Sea and

cease sealing therein claiming that the Bering Sea belonged exclusively
to the United States of America.

Without taking up time to read the whole of the document,
the Black Diemond continued sealing for some time, notwith-
standing this warning, until she learned that the United States
revenue cutters were seizing vessels within Bering Sea. Then
she abandoned her voyage and went away. She put in a claim,
however, for some $19,000.

Now, I turn to the award made by the commission, found at
page 43:

As to the claim in respect of the vessel Black Diamond, seized or

warned—
It says “ seized or warned.” She was warned, not seized—

July 11, 1889, it Is adjudged and determined that the Lnlted States of

America are liable to Great Britain in tespect thereof, and we assess
award the amount of compensation to be pald on account thereof

to Great Britain, on behalf of the owners, m r, officers, and crew of

the vessel, as follows; that is to say, etc.

: Iththen gives the amount of the award. I read that simply

0 show——

Mr. HALE. The statement of the Senator is very interest-
ing. I can see the force of the Senator’s proposition. The
owner of a vessel expends sums of money for stores and equip-
ment, and his ship is ready to proceed in her business, and is
arrested. Now, had she been destroyed by United States ves-
sels, she would clearly have a claim. She is not destroyed.
But her voyage is destroyed; the industry which she contem-
plated has been taken from her; and there is some measure of
damages undoubtedly equitably due her.

Mr. FULTON. And easily ascertained.

Mr. HALE. That is the trouble with me. That is why I
ask the Senator not to stop where he did in saying that the
commission provided for such damages; but how did they esti-
mate it. What was the amount in the case of the Black Dia-
mond?

Mr. FULTON. They give the amount.

Mr. HALE. What was the amount that the tribunal awarded
swhere $19,000 was claimed?

Mr. FULTON. I will give the amount. The ambunt
awarded finally was $22,701.82 in all. I stated a while ago
that I thought $19,000 was the amount of the claim, but I do
not know where I got that total. It was the amount in my
mind. I see it is here stated that the total is $22701.32.

Mr. HALE. That would indicate that the amount allowed
was more than the entire claim.

Mr. FULTON. It says here:

The clalm made for the loss arising out of the premises is the sum
of $7,500 and in: thereon from the date of loss at the rate of T per
cent per annuim.

Highteen hundred and eighty-six was the time. Baut it would
not have amounted to any such sum as that, interest and all.

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not know how the sum
awarded, $22,000, was made up?

Mr. FULTON. No, sir.

Mr. HALE. And he does not know whether that included
what at that time of the Geneva award was called “ the pro-

spective catch?”’

Mr. FULTON. I do not know, but I do not think that any
allowance was made for prospective catech. I do not find any-
thing to indicate that. E

Mr. HALE. Of course, if you enter into that, there is no

Mr. FULTON. I think no allowance was made for that by
this commission, and while I do not know on what grounds the
ecommission based its finding in favor of the Black Diamond
for this amount I think I am safe in saying that they must have
included the loss and damage she suffered by reason of having
been warned out of the sea, because that is the character of her
claim; but I do not think prospective catch was an element. I
call the Senator's attention to page 12 of this document, from

which I read. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if he has any
information indicating that the Black Diamond was seized?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have information that no case was dealt
with in the award by that commission which did not include
either the seizure of the ship or its cargo. I confess I have not

gone through the entire literature of the Vancouver commission,
xrm;inly for the reason that it does not seem to be accessible in
u

Mr. FULTON. I have looked as fully as the time at my dis-
posal afforded an opportunity, and I have discovered nothing in
the rulings of the commission excluding a claim for damages of
this character. I find the claim of the Black Diamond stated
and based on this character of damages. That is, damages re-
sulting from being driven from the sea. I find that the com-
mission allowed the claim. I conclude, and I think logically,
that the commission must have allowed damages for that sort
of interference, but do not think it included damages based on
prospective catch. Certainly I would not contend for that here;
but I think it is legitimate and proper and that the claimants
should be compensated for the direct damages they suffered by
reason of having been driven from the sea.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senafor from Oregon permit me for a
moment?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. I wish to propound an inguiry, not by way of
argument, but really for information. I understand the propo-
sition involves not only actual damages suffered—that is, in the
destruction or confiscation of property—but damages suffered by
reason of the fact that parties expended money in the furnish-
ing of an outfit, etc., and were not then permitted to enter upon
the enterprise for which such expense was incurred?

Mr. FULTON. Yes.

Mr. BACON. Now, the matter upon which I wish Informa-
tion is this: I made an inquiry from the Senator from Iowa,
which he was unable to answer definitely. Is the Senator able
to say whether the parties who incurred this expense, at the
time they incurred it, did or did not have the information as to
the law as it existed, to say nothing about the question as to its
validity, prohibiting their engaging in the enterprise?

I would say to the Senator that I do not propound the inquiry
for the purpose of discussing whether or not they had con-
structive notice or information. But has the Senator knowl-
edge whether or not they had affirmatively the information as
to the existence of the law?

Mr. FULTON. I have no direct knowledge, but I gather
from all the reading I have been able to do on the subject that
they generally understood that the United States Government
objected to fur sealing within Bering Sea.

Mr. BACON. The Senator would not use the word * object.”
It is a question whether or not they knew of the prohibition. It
is not a matter of objection. It is a matter of prohibition.

Mr. FULTON. Yes; I would use the word “ object,” because
I can not find where the United States has ever prohibited it.
I think I may say this, that it was understood that the Treas-
ury officials construed the act of Congress and the proclamation
of the President as prohibiting taking seals in Bering Sea,
but—

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator that the reason why
I make the inquiry is that in some considerations which have
been had elsewhere the presentation has been made to me

personally——
Mr. FULTON. It has been made to me.
Mr. BACON. That they did not have the information, and to

my mind that is a crucial point in the question.

Mr. FULTON. I will say frankly to the Senator that I can
not escape the conviction that these people did know that the
representatives of the United States were holding that they had
no right to ﬁah in those waters. The American seamen did,
during some I understand, refrain from going into
Bering Sea, but the British went there just the same and en-
gaged in sealing, and consequently the Americans felt that they
were justified in going, and they went the next year. I remem-
ber that as applying to one particular season; I do not re-
member which season it was.

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—

Mr. FULTON. When the modus vivendi of June, 1891, was
entered into the sealers had already entered the gea. Did the
Senator from Alabama wish to interrupt me?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ore-
gon yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. PETTUS. I ask the Senator’s leave to present an amend-
ment to the bill and have it read and printed for future action.

Mr. FULTON. I have no objection. I yield for that purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re-
ceived, printed, and lie on the table. It will be read.

The SEcReETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill, as an ad-

ditional section, the following:

Sec. 18. Provided, however, That no claim shall be allowed In an
case under this act where the selzure and interference with the vesse
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and cargo were unlawful; nor shall any claim be allowed for damages
unless such damages were the natural and proximate result of unlaw-
ful acts of the officers of the United States.

Mr. FULTON. I was about to say, Mr. President, in answer
to the Senator from Georgia, that when the modus vivendi of
June, I think, 1891, was entered into my information is that
the sealing fleet had already gone into Bering Sea, and that
notice of the modus vivendi was not carried to them until it
was too late; they had already outfitted and they had gone
into the sea. Under those circumstances I think that the
equities in their favor are just as strong as if there had been
in existence mo arrangement between Great Britain and the
United States for the exclusion of sealing in those waters.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me?

Mr. FULTON. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Referring to the case of the Black Dia-
mond, to which he has alluded, I think the record will show
that that ship was seized by order of Secretary Blaine in the
month of August, 1850, a prize crew put on board of her, and
that she was taken to Victoria or some other port and all the
skins taken were, under the law, confiscated.

Mr. FULTON. Of course, I do not undertake to say that
those facts may not appear. I only undertake to say that they
do not appear in the claim presented by the owners of the Bleck
Diamond to the commission, as reported here at page 12 of the
report.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think the Senator will agree with me
that that report must be at least defective, because it appears
from that that they were allowed a large damage on account of
a verbal order issued by a United States revenue officer, which.
upon the showing made in the memorandum which the Sena-
tor has read, they did not even pretend to obey.

Mr. FULTON. I will agree with the Senator that all the
elements of the claim for the damages ultimately allowed the
Black Diamond are evidently not contained in the statement
from which I read. But where they do appear I do not know.

Now, Mr. President, in conclusion I wish to say that although
the Senator from Iowa has criticised very severely the repre-
sentations made by Mr. Don M. Dickinson, I do not see any-
thing inconsistent in his position as a representative of this
Government before the commission and his subsequent action
in going before the Committee on Foreign Relations and present-
ing the claims of these men and making a statement of the facts
in their behalf. He particularly states in his report that he
bas no interest in these claims. Ie is not representing the
claimants as their attorney, but in the course of his employment
as counsel for this Government he discovered the equities that
existed in favor of these men, and he felt it to be his duty to
make a report of the facts to his own Government. Not only
that, Mr. President, but he tells us, and I think it will not be
questioned by anyone, that had it not been for these men and
for the evidence and information that they furnished him
before the international commission we would have been com-
pelled to pay Great Britain a sum of money many times in
excess of what the aggregate of these claims, if allowed, will
reach.

1 say as a matter of common, ordinary, every-day gratitude
we ought to pay these men, if for nothing more than for the
patriotic service that they rendered their Government in the
hour when she was being held up by foreign claimants. I would
not, perhaps, base the right to recover entirely on that ground,
but I think it is an element that a just man may properly take
into consideration.

If I deemed it important to enter upon the defense of these
claimants as against the charges brought against them by the
distinguished Senator from Iowa, I would remind him that if,
unhappily, we shall ever be compelled o send our Navy out on
the ocean to defend the interests, the rights, or the honor of
our country, their crews will have to be recruited from just
such character of men as those who manned these vessels, and
as we expect them to be faithful and true in those days I sub-
mit we should be just and equitable in these days.

It will be very difficult for them to understand why the crews
of foreign ships should be compensated and no heed given to
their plea for compensation for the damages they suffered under
exactly the same conditions.

I think that this measure should pass. I agree with the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SpooNEr] as to the amendment
he has suggested, but I wish to say I do not approve the amend-
ment that was offered by the Senator from Iowa, because I
think it narrows too much the rule for determining the dam-
ages. Furthermore, the amendment he offered will, if adopted,
require these people to go before the Court of Claims in order
to establish their demands. T think that that would be a hard-
ship, and an unnecessary one. The bill, as originally framed,

provides that they may go before the circuit court of the ninth
cireuit, which comprises the States of the Pacific coast. That
is near their homes, and they can present their claims there
at much less expense than they can come here and present them
before the Court of Claims. Therefore I oppose the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, as I have had oceasion to re-
mark two or three times since the debate on this measure com-
menced, I was a member of the subcommittee that had the bill
in charge in the Committee on Foreign Relations and joined
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moreax], who was the
other member of that subcommittee, in reporting the bill fa-
vorably to the Committee on Foreign Relations, which in turn
made a favorable report of it to the Senate.

I think Senators will understand how, inasmuch as the Sen-
ator from Alabama was a member of the Paris tribunal and per-
haps more familiar with this whole subject than any other mem-
ber of this body, I naturally deferred somewhat to him as to the
details of the bill. But I fully agreed with him as to the gen-
cral proposition lying at the basis of the proposed legislation,
that if we had wrongfully seized ships and confiscated property
belonging to these American citizen elaimants we ought to pro-
vide some way for them to have a day in court and some way
whereby they could justly be reimbursed to the extent that we
had wrongfully damaged them. 3

It was a general provision of the bill, as I understood it, that
that relief should extend only to direct damages, and that the
rule which has been referred to, excluding consequential dam-
ages, should be applied.

If the bill be not clear in that respect, I will be glad to help
make it so, for it was not the understanding of my colleague on
the subcommittee, and I am sure it was not the understanding
of any member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and it
is not the understanding of any one connected with the support
of this measure, so far as I am aware, that what are known in
law as purely consequential damages, such as the Senator from
Maine referred to and illustrated by referring to the * pros-
pective cateh,” should be provided for or should be allowed.

Now, with that simple remark as to the details of the bill and
confining myself to the general proposition whether or not we
are under obligation to grant by legislation any relief to these
claimants, I wish to call attention to the ground upon which
that proposition is based.

The whole matter proceeds upon the theory that we directly
damaged these claimants by wrongfully seizing and confiscating
their property, and that the wrongful seizure grew out of the
fact that there was no statute and no Treasury regulation law-
fully in force at the times and the places where the seizures were
made. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLriver], in the remarks
he made to the Senate yesterday, took occasion to say as to the
phrase “the waters of Bering Sea "—and I wish to quote his
exact language—that—

Ounr Government understood that expression to refer to the fact that
a portion of the waters of -Bering
Russia, and there never was a moment, until the Paris tribunal ren-
dered its decision, when any Department of the Government of the
United States acquiesced in the proposition that our dominion was not

erfect over all the waters of Bering Sea except that portion under the
risdiction of Russia.

The Senator from Iowa is misinformed on that point. In-
stead of the facts being as stated by him, that never until the
award of the Paris tribunal was our claim disputed to dominion
over all the Bering Sea under the cession from Russia, the very
reverse is true, that the claim never was asserted or acquiesced
in by any Department of this Government until 1881, when Mr.
French, Acting Secretary of the Treasury, issued instructions
which asserted our right to prevent the taking of fur seals any-
were in the waters of Bering Sea. The claim of Russia——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio will
please suspend for one moment. The hour of 2 o’clock having
arrived, it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen-
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of
Oklahoma and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution
and State government and be admitted into the Union on an
equal footing with the original States; and to enable the people
of New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States.

Mr. NELSON. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo-
rarily laid aside in order that the Senator. from Ohio may finish
his remarks. I would ask him to limit them to half an hour, as
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCreEARY] is anxious to speak
on the statehood bill to-day.

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much obliged to the Senator
from Minnesota. I shall try to limit my remarks to thirty min-

were under the dominion of -
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utes, and I hope I may be able to get through in less time. I
ghall make only two or three observations.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be ten-
porarily laid aside in order that the Senator from Ohio may
complete his speech. The Chair hears no objection. The Sena-
tor from Ohio has the floor.

Mr. FORAKER. The claim of Russia to dominion over the
Bering Sea or over any part of it beyond the 3-mile limit was
first asserted in 1821 in a ukase issued by Emperor Alexander
I. Shortly after that claim had been made our Secretary of
State, then John Quincy Adams, under date of February 25,
1822, in a communication addressed to the Russian minister at
Washington, took issue with Russia, asserting that the Bering
BSea was an open and not a closed sea, and that the United States
did not concede that Russia had a right to the dominion and con-
trol over Bering Sea that had been asserted. A correspondence
followed, resulting in another letter from Mr. Adams under date
of March 30, 1822, from which I will read; and because I am
limited in time I shall read but very little.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator state the book he reads from?

Mr. FORAKER. I am reading from a work entitled “Amer-
ican Diplomatic Questions,” by Mr. Henderson, a very well
written discussion of a number of interesting diplomatic ques-
tions, among others a discussion, and a very accurate one, I
think, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SrooNER] suggests,
of this American fur-seal question, a discussion that is very cred-
itable to the author. I have found all his references, so far as
I have been able to investigate them, accurate. He quotes from
Mr. Adams, as seen at page 7 of this work :

From the perlod of the existence of the United States as an inde-
pendent nation their vessels have freely navigated those seas, and the
right to navigate them is a part of that independence,

As I have already remarked, I read very briefly because my
time is limited. I mention that only to show at that early date
the United States-questiofied the right of Russia and denied the
right of Russia to assert exclusive dominion and control over the
waters of the Bering Sea. That position taken by our Govern-
ment was maintained consistently until after we acquired Alaska
by cession from Russia.

Shortly after we acquired Alaska a company was organized
to which was given the right by the Government to take fur
seals on the Pribilof Islands and in the waters of Alaska, and
shortly after they had commenced taking fur seals under that
Ucepse so granted to them a question arose as to the right of
our Government to prohibit pelagic sealing beyond the 3-mile
limit. Mr. Boutwell was then Secretary of the Treasury, and
when applied to for instructions anthorizing our revenue cutters
to make seizures beyond the 3-mile limit he said:

I do not see that the United States would have the jurisdiction or
power to drive off parties going up there for that purpose unless they
made such attempts within a marine league of the shores.

I quote this simply to show that as late as 1872 the United

. States was still holding to the same position we had taken in
1821, after we had acquired Alaska, as we had adhered to that
position prior thereto.

That continued without dissent on the part of any Govern-
ment official, or eertainly without dissent on the part of any
Department of our Government, until 1881, when pelagic seal-
ing had become so ruinous to the herds and there was such a
well-developed, strong sentiment in favor of suppressing it that
Mr. French, then Acting Secretary of the Treasury, on March
12, 1881, issued the following instructions. This was the first
departure from the rule that had been made by Secretary Bout-
well in the language that I bhave quoted. Mr. French says,
writing to the collector of the port at San Francisco, who had
requested him to grant special instructions that would enable
them more effectually to break up pelagic sealing:

You inguire into the interpretation of the terms * waters thereof "
and * waters adjacent thereto,” as used in the law, and how far the
jarisdiction of the United States is to be understood as extending.

Before I read this, however, I should ecall attention to the
fact that in 1867, after we acquired Alaska, Congress passed
an act prohibiting the taking of fur seals in “Alaska or the
waters thereof;"” and that was the only legislation Congress
ever enacted until 1889, when that language, with the hope of
enlarging it, was changed to read *“to all the dominion of the
United States in the waters of Bering Sea,” thus adopting the
language that was used in the cession of Alaska to the United
Btates by Russia. But it has been held, I think, and properly,
that that did not extend

Mr. SPOONER. Leaving open entirely the extent of our
dominion.

Mr. FORAKER. Leaving open absolutely the extent of our
dominion. That was an open question. So when this collector

applied to Mr. French, the Acting Secretary, for instructions,
it was for instructions as to how the language “ or the waters
thereof,” referring to Alaskan waters, should be construed.
This was prior to the act of 1889, and Mr. French—continuing
to read now what he said—went on to construe that language:

Presuming your inquiry to relate more especlally to the waters of
western Alaslin. {ou Are informed that the treaty with Russia of
March 30, 1870, by which the Territory of Alaska was ceded to the
United States, defines the boundary of the territory so ceded. The
treaty is found on pages 671 to 673 of the volume of treaties of the
Revised Statutes. It will be seen therefrom that the limit of the ces-
sion extends from a line starting from the Arctic Ocean and running
thrcufh Bering Btralt to the north of St. Lawrence Islands. The line
runs then in a southwesterly direction, so as to pass midway between
the island of Attou and Copper Island of the Komondorski couplet or
group in the North Pacific Ocean to meridian of 193 of west longitude.
All the waters within that boundary to the western end of the Aleu-
tian Archipelago and chaln of islands are considered as comprised
within the waters of Alaska Territory.

Now, that, I say, is the first time that any Department of our
Government ever so construed the language of the act of Con-
gress as to make it applicable beyond the 3-mile limit to
the waters of Bering Sea. That construction stood until 1886.
That was in 1881, and it stood for five years. Mr. Manning,
Secretary of the Treasury, then addressed a letter to Collector
Hagan, of the port of San Francisco, affirming the ruling of
Acting Secretary French. I need not read what he said. It
wias simply an affirmance of Mr. French.

Thus it was that this Government became committed through
the action of this Department to the full extent that the De-
partment could commit the Government to the construction of
the statute Congress had enacted, giving it this broad ap-
plication to all the waters of Bering Sea.

Immediately after all this, Mr. Harrison's Administration
commenced. Mr. Blaine was Secretary of State. IIe believed
in the claim the United States was at that time asserting to
complete control and dominion over the waters of Bering Sea
within the boundaries described in the cession of Alaska to
the United States by Russia.

As differences arose, it soon became evident that a tribunal
of some kind would be necessary to adjust those differences
or else there would be collisions that might lead to war. The
Paris tribunal was the result of that controversy. It is true
that commissioners were appointed to go to Paris and sit as
members of that tribunal and assert there this contention of
the United States. Apd it is true that they did very ably
assert, and support, and uphold, and advocate that contention,
as the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dorriver] said on yesterday.
But it is also true that they ineffectually instead of effectually
made that contention.

The Paris tribunal, appointed for the express purpose of pass-
ing upon that question, decided adversely to the claim of the
United States. It decided not only that the Bering Sea was
an open sea and that we had jurisdiction as controlling the
waters of Alaska only to the extent of the 3-mile limit, but
it also decided that the fur-bearing seals were wild by nature,
ferse naturse, and that anybody had a right to take them, for
they were res nullius wherever they might be overtaken on the
high seas.

In the meanwhile, however, under these instructions, first
given by Acting Secretary French and then by his successors,
these seizures had been made, and not only had there been
seizures of American vessels, but also seizures had been made
of British vessels, and some seizures had been made of Rus-
sian vessels that were catching seals within cur boundary
limits. .

This tribunal having decided that we had no jurisdiction be-
yond the 3-mile limit, it follows as an inevitable consequence
that all constructions of our statute and all attempts to apply
our statute beyond the 3-mile limit were wrongful, and that all
seizures made upon the theory that it extended in its force be-
yond the 3-mile limit were necessarily wrongful seizures,

One of the findings of that tribunal was that all vessels
taken upon the high seas in Bering Sea waters outside the
3-mile limit by the United States Government, upon the theory
that our statute applied there, were wrongful seizures, and
that the parties whose property had been thus seized and con-
fiscated were entitled to remuneration.

The Victoria tribunal, where Mr. Dickinson represented the
United States, followed. There the claims of British vessel
owners were presented, with the results that have already been
laid before the Senate. Later, at The Hague, the rights of the
Russians to compensation from the United States and our right
to compensation from the Russians was adjudicated; and it
was held there, following the award of the Paris tribunal, that
the Bering Sea was an open sea, and not a closed =ea; that all
these seizures, made upon the theory that it was a closed sea,
were wrongful, and that the parties whose property had been
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taken were entitled to eompensation. And so it is, as has
been detailed here, that the American vessel owners are the
only ones whose ships were taken who have not been compen-
gated, and there has been no provision made for them down to
this time. This bill is intended to make provision for them.

It is said that they should not be compensated because pelagic
sealing was brutal and they should not have been engaged in it,
and because they were prohibited by officials of this Govern-
ment from taking fur seal in the waters where these vessels
were found when they were seized.

Mr. SPOONER. They were not prohibited by Congress.

Mr. FORAKER. No, as the Senator from Wisconsin aptly
says, they were not prohibited by Congress; and they were not
prohibited by anybody else who had a right to prohibit them,
for now it is established that while Mr. French and other offi-
clals of the Treasury Department may have been under the im-
pression at the time when they issued those orders that they
had a right to so construe that statute, yet they did not have
such right, for the statute in its force and effect applied only
to the 3-mile limit. I never did have much faith—although
Mr. Blaine, who was an idol of mine, seemed to thoroughly be-
lieve in it—in the claim that Bering Sea was a closed sea. I
do not know, but I have seen it stated I think, that it is 4,000
miles wide; but whether it be 4,000 miles wide or something
less than that, we all know that it is one of the great seas of
the world. There never was really any legitimate ground upon
which to make that contention, and nobody recognized it more
quickly than Mr. Blaine when he got into the diplomatic con-
troversy which occurred between him and Lord Salisbury, for
in that controversy it will be remembered that he undertook
to shift his position, and eclaimed that the United States had a
right to apply that statute and to prohibit this sealing upon the
ground that it was contrary to public morals to allow the fur
seals to be taken and destroyed in the way they were. Contra
bonos mores was his contention. But that proposition also was
overruled by the Paris tribunal. 8o it is that we were defeated
on every ground on which we made that contention. This Gov-
ernment at once accepted, as it was in honor bound to do, the
finding of that tribunal; and from that day until this no
claim has ever been made that the Government had a right prior
fﬁn }hat time to prohibit pelagic sealing outside of the 3-mile

Lt

We enacted a statute after that award was made, conform-
ing to its requirements, and prohibiting pelagic sealing within
the zones that were prescribed, and later prohibiting it, I be-
lieve, altogether. But that we are not concerned about now.

The point I want to impress upon Senators is, instead of the
fact being, as the Senator from Iowa has stated, that nobody
ever questioned but that Bering Sea was a closed sea until the
award of the Paris tribunal, just the opposite is true almost,
with this modification, that until 1881 no Department of the
Government, as I understand, ever contended that Bering Sea
was a closed sea.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit

L_
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I based my proposition not so much on the
fact that Bering Sea is a closed sea as upon the fact that the
United States had jurisdiction within that sea in respect to
property on these islands. However that may have been de-
cided, if the United States did not think it had that jurisdiction,
and if any Department of the Government failed to acquiesce in
that interpretation of its rights, it seems to me a little peculiar
that, beginning with 1876, hardly a year passed that we did not
seize sealing schooners of our own registry and of foreign regis-
try for the violation of what we supposed to be our laws and the
regulations which had been published in pursuance thereof.

Mr. FORAKER. But, Mr. President, all seizures made prior
to 1881, when the instructions of Mr, French made our laws ap-
plicable to the whole of Bering Sea, were made of vessels that
were found fishing within the 3-mile limit and seized in the
waters surrounding those islands. .

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will permit me further, I
notice the names of some of those vessels snuggling closely in
this list, the owners of which are claiming damages from the

United States. -
I do not know what the fact is about that,

i

Mr. FORAKER.
but I think, as has been well said here, that this list of ves-
sels ought to go out of the bill. The purpose of the bill, how-

ever, is simply to provide a tribunal for the hearing of the
claims of those who have a right to be reimbursed.
Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator, who has evidently given a

great deal of attention to the history of this tontroversy, will
pardon me another question, I will be obliged to him.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly.

Mr. DOLLIVER. All the damages which Great Britain
claimed from ns, or which Russia claimed, originated prior to the
diplomatic controversy which resyjted in the Paris tribunal;
and yet this bill for some curious reason extends the American
claim for damages not only up to the time when the matter
ceased to be a matter for executive interference, but allows
claims apparently up to 1894, to the month of July, five years be-
yond the point of time during which any claims have ever been
made against us by any foreign nation whatsoever. I should
like to have some light on that, Mr. President.

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the time is fixed when claims
shall be allowed—April 6, 1894, I believe—with the exception
made, for some reason, I do not remember what it is now, but
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoreaN] can give information
on that point—I can not—as to the three vessels that were seized
immediately after and under circumstances whieh it was thought
entitled them to have their claims presented to the court. The
reason for that provision is on account of the date when we
passed the law following the award of the Paris tribunal, giving
effect to its provisions, and the date when this false construec-
tion of our statutes ceased. All seizures made prior to that
time outside of the 3-mile limit were wrongful seizures. Since
then there has been no wrongful seizure, as I understand it,
unless in three cases; and I do not know on what ground, for
I am without enough information to answer the Senator’s ques-
tion on that point as to these three vessels,

But the whole thing, Mr. President, resolves itself now into
this: Our statute never had any lawful force and effect beyond
the 3-mile limit. Therefore these people never were prohib-
ited from going with their vessels into the high seas to take
fur seals and there engage in pelagic sealing, and as we had
no right to prohibit our own citizens, or at least did not do
so by statute, we could not prohibit lawfully the Russians, the
English, the Canadians, or anybody else from going there, and
all who did go there had a right to go there because they were
on the high seas; they were engaged in a business that was
lawful, a business that was not prohibited by international law,
nor by any statute of the United States, and because our seizure
was unlawful we are liable to pay. They were allowed to make
their claims; they have done so, and we have paid them. Now,
the only question is whether, having paid everybody else, we
will also pay the claims of our own citizens.

It may be that some of these men are open to criticism such
as the Senator from Iowa has pronounced upon them. I do
not know about that, and I do not care about that. It does
not seem to me to have anything to do with this case.

That was a lawful business. It was at least an open and
controverted question. They went with others to engage in
what they regarded as a business they had a lawful right to
engage in. We came and interfered with them: we took their
property, It does not matter whether they came from one place
of another, whether they belonged to this, that, or the other
church, whether their conduct was such as the Senator from
Towa would approve or not; they were citizens of the United
States; their property was taken, and they have come now and
asked, not that we give them any advantage, but only that
they may be allowed to go to some court on which we will con-
fer jurisdiction for that purpose and be heard, and have judg-
ment rendered in their favor for whatever they may be lawfully
found to be entitled to.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator will remem-
ber, I have entered no very vigorous protest against the pay-
ment of the damages that counld be proved in behalf of ships
which were seized and confiscated; in other words, I do not like
to go so far as to interfere with a man’s right of recovery whose
property has been taken. But I also showed from the record
that the property of only seven people had been taken, and I
pointed out to the Senate that this bill contained an itemized
list of fifty-seven ships. If the Senator from Ohio or anybody
else can throw any light on the history of the .other fifty, or
the nature of their claim against the United States, I will be
obliged to him to receive it, because I can not find any public
record in the entire literature on this subject which seems to
identify that fleet of fifty.

Mr. FORAKER. I can give the Senator the benefit of the
light T have on that subject. Whether it was seven or a ‘dozen
that were actually seized or in one way or another directly dam-
aged, I do not know, but I understand that if a vessel had gone
to the expense of thousands of dollars to fit it to go on a voy-
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age, which it had a perfectly lawful right to go on, and then
there came an officer of the United States Government—a rev-
enue cutter, if you please—and took possession of her and
would not allow her to go out of port, that would be a direct
damage that should be allowed. That reminds me that the
Senator, in the language he employed yesterday, spoke of these
men, not as brave men, but as cowards, who skulked in port or
did not have the nerve to go out and do what they had started
to do. They did not go out and do what they had started to
do and had a lawful right to do, as it .turns out, because we
wrongfully sent our revenue cutter to prevent them going out.
That is the whole, naked, plain truth of the matter.

Mr. FULTON. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa
[Mr., Dorriver] on what he bases his statement about there
being only seven vessels which were seized while engaged in
pelagic sealing?

Mr. DOLLIVER. I base it upon the court records and upon
the official literature and correspondence, very voluminous in
connection with the transaction.

Mr, FULTON. I find in the records of the Treasury Depart-
ment that thirteen vessels that carried the American flag were
seized.

Mr. FORAKER. But, Mr. President, there is this further
to be said about it that all this is for the court to determine.
Here is a statute that authorizes these people to go into a court
of competent jurisdiction—that is, it will be a court of competent
jurisdiction after we confer this specific jurisdiction upon it.

That reminds me to say that we confer jurisdiction upon that
court because the witnesses are all there, instead of requiring
them to go into the Court of Claims, requiring them to come here
to Washington, where it would cost more to prosecute the claims
than they would be worth. We propose to confer jurisdiction
on that court to hear and determine and we prescribe the rules
that shall govern the court in arriving at an adjudication of
the amount of damages; and it will be for that court to hear
testimony as to each vessel that shall come before it, whether
the vessel be enumerated in this statute or not; whether or
not it was wrongfully interfered with; whether it was wrong-
fully seized; whether its property was confiscated, or whether
it was simply held up, so that its whole expenditure for prepa-
ration was made useless and valueless,

I think I have said all I ecare to say on the subject, except
to say that I have no interest in this measure except only to
see that justice is done toward men whom I think the Govern-
ment has wronged. Of course the officials of the Government
were acting in good faith, but nevertheless their action was
unlawful.

I might extend these remarks, but the time allowed me has
expired, and I yield the floor.

STATEHOOD BILL.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14749) to enable the people of Okla-
homa and of the Indian Territory to form a constitution and

-State government and be admitted into the Union on an equal

footing with the original States; and to enable the people of
New Mexico and of Arizona to form a constitution and State
government and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States.

Mr. McCEEARY. Mr. President, the admission of a Territory
into the Federal Union as a sovereign State on an equal footing
with the original States is authorized by the Constitution of the
United States, and is of transcendent importance.

The love of liberty and the desire for self-government spring
eternal in the breast of every American citizen, and the people
of every Territory earnestly desire separate statehood, and not
only have the right to demand separate statehood under proper
cirecumstances, but also to be heard fairly and fully when their
application and arguments are presented.

I ean not support the bill now before the Senate. I am in
favor of separate statehood for Arizona, New Mexico, and Okla-
homa, and my opposition impels me to briefly explain my posi-
tion.

The CoNGrESSIONAL REcorp shows that the bill now being con-
sidered by the Senate was taken up April 19, 1904, for consid-
eration by the House of Representatives as a Committee of the
Whole House under the rule reported by the Committee on
Rules, which limited the debate to three and a half hours, and
provided for a vote on the bill at 4 o'clock of the same day, and
that the whole bill was never read before the House of Repre-
sentatives. (See pp. 51-52, CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, April, 1904.)

I am glad that under the rules of the Senate we have the
fullest latitude and opportunity for free discussion of this im-
portant measure.

The history of legislation in our Republic shows the admis-

sion of every new State has been preceded by expressions of a
desire on the part of the people to become a State of the Union,
and enabling acts of Congress for the admission of new States
have always heretofore been preceded by expressions of a
desire for statehood on the part of the people affected by such
legislation, and in all the past the people of a Territory have
never been compelled by an enabling act to form a constitution
and State government and be admitted into the Union without
their expressed desire and consent.

The people of Arizona have never applied to be joined in
statehood with New Mexico, and this is the first bill ever in-
troduced in Congress for such purpose,

The bill under consideration enables the people of Oklahoma
and Indian Territory to form a constitution and State Govern-
ment and be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with
the original States, and enables the people of Arizona and New
Mexico to form a constitution and State government and be
admitted into the Tnion on an equal footing with the original
States. The people of the Territories named have not ex-
pressed a desire for admission into the Union on the terms pro-
vided in the pending bill; on the contrary, the governor of
Arizona and the Delegate, Hon. J. F. WiLson, and the Delegate-
elect, Hon. Marcus A. Smith, who for twelve years represented
Arizona in Congress, all say that the people of Arizona are
almost unanimous in their opposition to the passage of this
bill, and the people are protesting against the proposed attempt
to coerce them to accept joint statehood with New Mexico.
%{.{;l(lj:ly of these protests have been printed in the CONGRESSIONAL

ORD. $

Resolutions adopted-by mass meetings in towns and counties
of Arizona, and resolutions adopted by municipal bodies, boards
of trade, chambers of commerce, business firms, etc.,, all show
how bitterly opposed the people of Arizona are to joining state-
hood with New Mexico. Many of the resolutions declare that
“the people of Arizona are unalterably opposed to New Mexico
and Arizona being consolidated and made one State and that
they prefer to remain citizens of a Territory rather than to
enter the sisterhood of States under such conditions, and they
pray that no bill be passed providing for the union of New
Mexico and Arizona into a single State.” The newspapers of
Arizona have repeatedly expressed opposition to joint state-
hood and the opposition is almost unanimous by the people of
both political parties of Arizona.

I present and will have published as a part of my remarks
extracts from a letter T have received from the president of the
Bar Association of Arizona, Hon. Jerry Millay, and resolutions
adopted by the Bar Association of Arizona:

BAR ASSOCIATION OF ARIZONA,
_OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,

F , Aris., D 31, 190}

Hon. JAMES B. McCREARY,
Senator from Kentucky.

. DEar 81r: We herewith present to you a copy of resolutions adopted
by the Bar Association of this Territory regarding the proposed union
of Arizona and New Mexico and their admission to the Union as a
single State:

“ RESOLUTION.

“The Arizona Bar Association, of Arizona, at a meeting held at the
capl[tutli of the Territory on December 27, 1904, adopted the following
resolution :

* Resolved, That this association protest against the admission of
Arizona and New Mexico as one State into the Union, and offers this
protes&: agalnst the passage of the bill now pending on the following
grounds :

“ First. It violates our sense of local pride; sentimental possibly,
but a sentiment underlying and necessary to loyalty, Ilmtrlotlsm, an
the higher aspirations for government and citizenship.

“ Becond. It subjects us to the domination of a majority heretofore
strangers to us, living under different institutions, observing different
cnstoms, having different laws and different rules of property as to
its acquisition, enjoyment and disposition subject to different environ-
ment, having different trade relations, and the larger proportion of
]lwhom can not and do not understand, speak, or write the English
anguage.

“b“l‘h?rd. That such unlon involves either a concession by that ma-
jority of their laws, customs, and habits or an abandonment by us of
ours, and the consequent unaettllmf of our laws and jurisprudence,
which are the growth of nearly half a century of different, distinct,
and segarate government and by experience shown to be adapted an
adaptable to our institutions, customs, habits, and peculiar wishes.

“ Fourth. The union of these two Territories would create a State
the area of which would be greater than Iowa, Michigan, New York,
and all the New England States combined. This would entall extraor-
dinary expenditure of money and time in the transaction of lpub!ic
business, working hardship and more or less operating to deprive us
of participation in the transaction of our public affairs. It Is, we sub-
mit, a eardinal principle of American institutions that the more nearly
within the actual observation of the people the fupctions of a govern-
ment are exercised, and the greater facility afforded them for actually
participating therein, the safer those Institutions are and the more
economlically, honestly, eficiently, and capably they are carried on.

“ These considerations principally, perhaps others, more than forty
years ago Induced a Congress of the United States to establish the
government of the Territory of Arizona separate and apart from that
of New Mexico. The lapse of time has not, we submit, rendered these
reasons of less efficiency, but has, on the contrary, not only justified
the act of that Congress but emphasized and made more apparent and




1905.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1129

urgent the reasons that then prompted the separation. The pro
enile:).lnmg act Is violently op to our wishes, and as we deem 1?‘):?&
necessarily result In the subversion of our rights.

“We therefore respectfully but most earnestly protest agalnst the
passage of the proposed law, implicitly believing that in so doing we
express the sentiment of the vast and overwhelming majority of our

ople.

pe“&nd as members of this honorable profession we appeal to the Con-
ress of the Unlied States that as a matter of right and justice this
gistasteful union be not lmposed upon an unwilling people.

“]1 hereby certify that at a special adjourned meeting of the Bar
Assoclation of Arizona, held in the court room at the court-house in the
city of Phoenix, Ariz.,, on the 28th dn{ of December, 1904, at the hour
of 2 o'clock g m., due and timely notice of such meeting having first
been given, the foregoing resolution was unanlmouslg adopted ; that the
undersigned was at the date of sald meeting and now is the duly
elected, gualified, and acting secretar; of sald assoclation.

‘THOS. J. PREScorT, Secretary.

“ PHOENIX, AKIZ., December 31, 190§ "

As it is brief, I will read a protest sent to me by the Terri-
torial Teachers’ Association of Arizona:

Territorial Teachers’ Association of Arizona.

The Territorial Teachers' Association of Arizona, which represents
every section and every important institution of public education in
the Territory, in annual session In Flagstaff, Ariz., December 28-31,
1904, hereby expresses by unanimous volce the strongest and most ur-
gent opposition to the union of Arizona and New Mexico in one State
under any circnmstances whatever. The differences of eduncational
organization and social conditions, the size of the proposed State, and
the difficulties of Intercommunication between the different sections are
unanswerable arguments against such a union.

A. H. McCLURE, President.
Mary B. PosT, kccratow.

I have also received from the students of the normal school
of Arizona, 220 in number, a protest against the admission of
Arizona and Oklahoma as one State. o

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, with the permission of
the Senator from Kentucky, I should like to have read at this
time a telegram which I have just received from the speaker
of the house and the president of the council of Arizona, ex-
pressing the unanimous sentiment of the people of that Terri-
tory against joint statehood.

Mr. McCREARY. I yield to the Senator from Nevada for
that purpose.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as
requested.

The Becretary read as follows: ;
PHOENIX, ARr1zZ., January 20, 1903,
F. G. NEWLANDS .

Senate, Washington, D. 0.
To the Senate of the United States:

“ We, the legislative assembly, presenting the unanimous sentiment of
the people of ihis Territory, most respectfully, enrnestl{. and emphatie-
sl]ty protest against the proposal embodled in the bill now pendin
before the Senate of the United States to make one State of the Terri-
torles of Arizona and New Mexico. We insist that such is without
precedent in American hlstor{. It threatened to fasten upon us a
government that would be neither of, by, nor for the ple of Arizona.
t would be a government without the consent of the governed. It
humiliates our pride, violates our traditions, and would subject us to
the domination of another Commonwealth of different traditions, cus-
toms, and aspirations. With the most kindly teelinﬁ toward the
people of the Territory of New Mexico, we must protes inst this
proposed uuion, and would rather remain forever a Territory than
accept statehood under such conditions.

“JResolved, further, That the text of this resolution, over the signa-
tures of the president of the council and the speaker of the house,
with the vote by which it was passed, be forthwith telegrag)hed to the
President of the Senate, to our Doiegate in Congress, Senators
BaTE, GORMAN, BArD, NEWLANDS, BAILEY, FORAKER,
Bacox, and to Marcus A. Smith.”

Above resolution passed house and council by a unanimous vote.

WILFRED T. WEBB, Speaker of House.
Geo. W. P. Huxt, President of Council.

Mr. McCREARY. The proposition to join Arizona and New
Mexico in one State was first presented in the House of Repre-
sentatives in December, 1903, and the opposition to uniting
Arizona and New Mexico was not confined to Arizona, but
existed in New Mexico as well. The Delegate from New
Mexico [Mr. Ropey], before the committee of the House of
Representatives, said:

The people of the Territory of Arizona, as I am at present advised,
would vote as n unit against such a bill; and 60 or more per cent of
the people of New Mexico would vote this minute to defeat a constitu-
tion under it. If they shall change their minds it will only be by
coerclon after this Congress has denied their just demands.

I present also, to show the sentiment of New Mexico, an ex-
tract from the letter of acceptance of Hon. William H. An-
drews, who was elected last November the Delegate from New
Mexico to Congress, as follows:

1If eleeted I will have introduced and will work earnestly for the
passage by Congress of a bill granting statehood to New Mexico
under its present name and within its present boundaries, and donat-
ing to the Territory a liberal amount of public land and money for
its publie schools, institutions, and other public purposes.

Mr. President, if any further evidence is needed to show that
New Mexico is opposed to being united with Arizona to form
one State, it was presented this morning when a memorial

MoORGAN, and

dated January 19, 1905, was read in the Senate of the United
States, which passed both houses of the legislative assembly
of the Territory of New Mexico by a vote of 10 to 2 in the
council and 21 to 8 in the house, protesting to the Senate of
the United States against the passage of the statehood bill
with the clause providing for the admission of New Mexico
and Arizona as one State.

The memorial was duly signed by the president of the
council, John B. Clark, and by the speaker of the house, Carl
i{. Diailies, and approved by Miguel A. Otero, governor of New

exico.

When we consider all the protests that have been made
against the passage of the bill to unite Arizona and New Mexico
as one State we may well call the pending bill a force bill, op-
posed alike by the people of Arizona and New Mexico.

It has been sald, however, it is not the purpose of this bill
to compel Arizona to unite with Mexico in forming one State,
but only to give the people of the two Territories the privilege
and opportunity of being admitted into the Union in that man-
ner, if they so desire. This is misleading, if not a direct misrep-
resentation. If we examine the bill we will see that the bill
proposes to submit to the electors of the two Territories jointly
the question whether Arizona shall, without the consent of her
people, be joined with New Mexico in a new State. Even if the
whole vote of Arizona should be cast unanimously against the
adoption of the proposed constitution it would be within the
power of the voters of New Mexico to force upon the people of
Arizona the acceptance of the new State government. The
results of the last elections for Delegates prove this assertion.
Arizona cast only 19,667 votes, and New Mexico cast 43,011
votes. Arizona has only 31,677 registered voters, and New
Mexico 64,422 registered voters.

The pending bill gives Arizona a representation in the consti-
tutional convention of only forty-four delegates, while New
Mexico is given a representation of sixty-six delegates. Thus we
see that under the pending bill the fate of Arizona depends not
on the wishes of her ple, but upon the wishes and aspirations
of the people of New Mexico.

The Arizona delegates would be utterly powerless in the con-
stitutional convention, as they would be utterly powerless in the
legislature of the new State, and on all questions providing for
taxation, State regulation, and control of internal affairs and
debis of the respective Territories, etc.,, Arizona would be at
the mercy and under the control of New Mexico. The bill also
places before the people of both Territories as an inducement
for their acquiescence a seductive offer of $5,000,000 in ready
money to be paid by the United States Government and a
grant of four sections of land to each township for educational
purposes, which is twice as much as was given fo nearly all the
older States west of the Mississippi River,

The treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was entered into between
the United States and the Republic of Mexico November 22,
1848, and the Gadsden treaty December 30, 1853. Under these
treaties our Republic acquired what is now the Territories of
New Mexico, Arizona, the States of California, Nevada, Utah,
and a part of Colorado. At that time Arizona was a part of
New Mexico, and the creation of the Territory of Arizona was
first recommended by President Buchanan in his message to
Congress March, 1857. His reasons for it were:

First, to give the people then residing in New Mexico in the
county of Arizona (700 miles from the seat of the then Terri-
torial government of New Mexico, which gave them no protec-
tion) civil government for themselves, to be of better assist-
ance to the Federal authority.

Second, to afford to them a more economical form of govern-
ment where the seat of government would be within easy
reach of them, and their affairs be administered at much less
cost. (See President’s message, vol. 5, p. 456, March, 1857.)

On the 23d December, 1861, the records of Congress show that
Mr. Watts, then a Delegate from New Mexico, introduced Honse
bill No. 357, providing for temporary government for Arizona,
thereby dividing the Territory of New Mexico as nearly in
halves as could be done, drawing a line directly north and south
through New Mexico and following the Continental Divide, so
that the waters to the east and on the now New Mexico side
flowed to the Atlantie, and those on the west and on the Arizona
side flowed to the Pacific.

The bill provided among other things that said temporary
government shall be maintained and continued until such times
as the people residing therein shall with the consent of Congress
form a State government, ete.

This bill was discussed in two sessions of Congress, and Sena-
tor Wade, of Ohio, called attention to the fact that * the prinei-
pal point of population in Arizona is 700 miles from the seat of
justice in New Mexico and that Arizona and New Mexico con-
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gtitute a country larger than half of Europe.” The bill was ap-
proved by President Lincoln November 26, 1863.

I have referred particularly and at some length to the bill
creating the Territory of Arizona, because both President
Buchanan, in his message, and President Lincoln, by his ap-
proval of the bill to create Arizona Territory, emphasize two
gtrong points now relied on to justify separate statehood for
each of the Territories of Arizona and New MMexico, one being
that Arizona and New Mexico lie on different sides of the great
Continental Divide, embracing so much territory, and each being
so distant from the center of business and the governing au-
thorities, they should be divided, as nature had divided them by
a great mountain range lying between the two Territories from
5,000 to 8,000 feet high, which can be passed only at certain
points, and impracticable for passage from one Territory to the
other for long distances. The other, that the act for the creation
of Arizona Territory, provides that said temporary government
shall be maintained and eontinued until such time as the people
residing therein shall, with the consent of Congress, form a
State government, republican in form, as prescribed in the Con-
stitution of the United States, and apply for and obtain admis-
sion into the Union as a State on an equal footing with the origi-
nal States, and that this is a compact between Congress and the
people of the Territory of Arizona similar to the compact con-
tained in the ordinance of 1787, which has already been so ably
and fully discussed, both by the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. S1mumonNs] and the Senator from California [Mr. Barn], and
which assured to the inhabitants of the territory northwest of
the Ohio certain rights, privileges, and advantages, among which
was the right to maintain the boundaries of their separate
States for territorial subdivisions and eventually be admitted
as States of the Union.

To unite these Territories now in one State, when the inhabit-
ants of each Territory are not asking it, and in opposition to
natural barriers, and in opposition to the compact contained in
the act creating the Territory of Arizona, is not only gross in-
justice to the inhabitants thereof, but a violation of a just and
important compact.

These Territories are also much too large for one State, and
when combined would have a larger area than any other State
in the Union, except Texas; they have been separate and have
had independent Territorial existence for over forty years; their
pecple have different tastes, different aspirations, different his-
tory, different governments, different cpdes, different laws, dif-
ferent debts, which, under one government, would be difficult to
adjust, and the reasons which caused them to be separated so
many years ago not only exist now but have become stronger
and more numerous.

I believe New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma are ready for
separate statehood. Each of these Territories have grand pos-
sibilities and almost wunequaled foundations for prosperity,
wenlth, and advancement. Their people are loyal to the General
Government; they are intelligent and thrifty; they have al-
ready made great progress in national wealth, and they respect
the courts and are obedient to the laws.
~ When the Federal Constitution was adopted our Republie
had a population of about 4,000,000, and comprehended the
thirteen original States as then bounded, together with the
Northwest Territory.

The ordinance of 1787 provided for the temporary govern-
ment and future division of the Northwest Territory into
States, to be admitted * whenever any of said States shall have
60,000 free inhabitants therein.”

The rule of 60,000 population for a Territory seeking admis-
gion as a State was observed for some time. Subsequentiy an-
other rule was adopted for Kansas, requiring a population
equal to the unit of representation in the House of Representa-
tives, but this rule was not adhered to very long, and the State
of Nevada was admitted, in 1864, with an area of 109,901
square miles and a population of 42,491,

Article IV, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States
provides that “new States may be admitted by Congress into
the Union,” but the Counstitution nowhere defines the qualifica-
tions of Territories for statehood. There is no rule of law or
uniform precedent that determines when a Territory may be-
come a State in the Union.

The people of each of the Territories of New Mexico, Ari-
zona, and Oklahoma desire statehood.

The population is of such nature and cultivation as to justify
admission. = d

These Territories possess sufficient taxable wealth to main-
tain State governments according to the standard of American
Commonwealths.

In support of these statements I shall refer briefly to each
Territory.

New Mexico was created a Territory September 9, 1850. Ac-
cording to the statement of Hon. B. 8. RopEy, present Delegate
from New Mexico, this Territory has had her bill passed in the
House of Representatives for admission into the Union as many
as seventeen times, and once it passed both Houses of Congress,
but failed in the House in conference.

New Mexico has an area of 122,580 square miles. It is larger
than New York and Pennsylvania combined, or the two States
of Towa and Illinois. It is three times as large as the State of
Ohio, and if admitted will be the fourth State in size in the
Union, Texas, California, and Montana being the only States
that are larger. Its area in acres is 78,451,200, and of this
23,353,666 acres are included in Spanish, Mexican, and United
States railroad land grants, and in homestead and private
holdings, leaving as public domain 55,097,534 acres.

According to the last cemsus of 1900, its population was
195,310 people, but it has been claimed that this census report
is incorrect and incomplete, and that the actual population at
the time the census was taken was nearly 300,000 people, and
that the Territory has gained in population more than 30,000
since the census was taken in 1900.

Expectation of population, founded on past increase of the
Jpopulation of New Mexico, is stated by Governor Otero in his
report to be 400,000 in 1910, composed, as he says, of intelligent,
enterprising American people, second to none in patriotism, cul-
ture, and progress. He also says the standard of the Territory
in all financial centers of the world is gilt-edged.

I shall not go into details or give full statistics about this
Territory, which is a little empire in area, resources, and pro-
ductions,

In 1900 New Mexico had farms valued at $53,737,824: farm
products valued at $10,000,000; live stock valued at $31,727,-
400; farms under irrigation, 9,128; public lands subject to
entry under Federal land laws on June 30, 1903, $52,000,000;
area of prospected coal lands, 1,493,480 acres; amount of coal
in sight, 8,813,800,000 tons, valued at $10,000,000,000; 2,520
miles of railroad; gold, silver, copper, and lead in great
abundance; 1,123,000 cattle; 5,674,000 sheep; 97,500 horses;
Sttate and national banks, and splendid educational facilities,
ete. :

These figures are from the House report and they prove be-
gﬂnﬂ a doubt that New Mexico is entitled to be a sovereign

tate.

Arizona was created a Territory in 1863, and the people of
this Territory have applied for admission into the Union many
times. The able, faithful, and efficient Delegate from Arizona,
Hon. Marcus A. Smith, was untiring and unceasing in his
efforts for twelve years to secure statehood for Arizona and
he has always shown his cause was just. The present Dele-
gate, Hon. J. F. WiLsonN, has also been earnest, etficient, and
faithful in his efforts in this work. :

Arizona hfis an area of 113,920 square miles, or 73,000,000
acres. The Delegate from Arizona claims a population of not
less than 175,000, and the Senator from Minnesota, Mr. NELsON,
in his recent speech fixed the population at 161,931. It contains
the largest forest area in the United States, being 6,700,000
acres. Its agricultural wealth and mineral resources are just
beginning to be developed. Of its population, not counting In-
dians, Governor Brodey estimates only about 1 per cent are
illiterate. The population is almost entirely American. Of
course, this excludes 27,000 Indians, who are not taxed and who
are filliterate.

The mineral belt of this Territory is one of the largest in
the world and extends from Nevada and Utah in the north-
west a distance in length of 437 miles by about 100 miles in
width. One thousand eight hundred and forty mines are pat-
ented in this Territory, out of which are taken annually about
$50,000,000, the output consisting of gold, silver, and copper.
There are over 800 miles of irrigating canals, and 3,867 farms
irrigated, embracing 247,250 acres, with soil that will produce all
the tropical fruits as well as the usual farm products, and this
Territory has great lumber plants and over 1,400 miles of rail-
roads and excellent educational facilities, and banks, factories,
and all the conveniences of a thrifty, progressive people.

1t is not necessary for me to dwell on the resources and condi-
tions of Arizona. It is sufficient for me to say the resources of
Arizona are as boundless as its area, which is greater In extent
than Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, and Delaware, and its conditions and im-
provements are up to date and equal to other western Territories.

The people of Arizona have for forty years lived under a
Territorial government; they have seen Montana, Washington,
North Dakota, South Dakota, Idaho, Wyoming, and Utah ad-
mitted into the Union as States, while Arizona has been left ont,
though as well equipped as any, and indeed far better than some
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of those mentioned for the duties and obligations of statehood.
Twice the bill passed the House of Representatives to admit
Arizona as a State, but it did not pass the Senate; and through
all these years the Federal Government has imposed every bur-
den of citizenship on the people of this Territory, and at the
same time withheld its benefits by denying them the right to
participate in Federal legislation and have a voice in the enact-
ment of laws in which they are deeply interested and by which
they are governed.

Mr. President, to force this Territory now to be merged into
the Territory of New Mexico and to be controlled, burdened, or
impoverished as a majority may wish, is a monumental mistake
and Congressional tyranny.

Of all the Territories Oklahoma is the young giant; she has
an aren of 38,880 square miles, or 24,979,200 acres, and by
the census of 1900 her population was 3898,331. The first
settlement was made of this great and growing Territory April
22, 1889. The census of 1900 shows a population of 398,331,
which is six times as large as it was ten years before, the in-
crease being over 540 per cent, and only about 3 per cent of the
population was foreign born. The increase of population in all
parts of this remarkable Territory since the census of 1900
and the growth of the cities and towns have been phenomenal.

The governor of Oklahoma, in his report for the year ending
June 30, 1901, estimates the increase for that year at not less
than €0,000. It is claimed now by the best authorities in Okla-
homa that the present population is not less than 500,000, and
that the increase in the value of property has kept pace with the
rapid iserease in population.

No Territory has ever applied for admission into the Union
since the organization of our Government which had as many
inhabitants as the Territory of Oklahoma now has. A number
of States have been enjoying for years the rights, privileges,
and advantages of statehood which have a smaller number of
people within the boundaries of each than the Territory of
Oklahoma.

The value of taxable property in this Territory is now placed
at not less than $300,000,000, and according to the last reports
there are in this Territory 120 Territorial banks and over 100
national banks.

Oklahoma is very largely a farming section, and it is said sur-
passes other sections of the country in raising the four great
staples, wheat, corn, oats, and cotton, on the same tract of land.
In this discussion others have referred at length to the farm
and farm products, mineral resources, corporations, railroads,
eduncational facilities, ete., of Oklahoma, and it is therefore not
necessary for me to again present statistics on these subjects.

Thirty-two States have been admitted into the Union since the
colonies gained their independence, or since the admission of
Yermont in 1791 to the admission of Utah in 1896, and I now
present a list of the States admitted, with date of admission
and population.

Date of
admission.
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Montana _... Nov. 8,1889 182,
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Out of thirty-two States that have been admitted into the
United States only five of this number have ever been admitted
with more people than the Territory of Arizona has to-day.

Only two of this number had more people than the Territory
of New Mexico, and not one of them had the population that
Oklahoma now has.

If Oklahoma was united with Indian Territory, as pro-
vided in the pending bill, the population would be over 1,000,000,
and the area would be 69,830 square miles, with 44,691,200
acres of land. 'This State would not be in proportion to other
States when admitted.

When the great Territory of Dakota applied for admission
into the Union its population and resources were about the
same as Oklahoma at the present time, but Congress in its
wisdom divided this Territory and made the States of North
Dakota and South Dakota. All appreciate the wisdom of
Congress now in making that division. This is an age of pro-
gression and not of retrogression, yet we are asked in the pend-
ing bill to make only two States out of four great Territories.

No man lives to-day who can tell what the future has in
store for the States and Territories of our great Republic; no
man lives now who can foretell what the great and undevel-
oped West will be in the future with reference to political affili-
ations, commercial power, agricultural and industrial wealth.

When in 1803, under President Thomas Jefferson, the Loui-
siana territory was acquired no human being predicted such a
galaxy of States, such grand wealth, such splendid resources,
such wonderful developments as were reviewed and commemo-
rated last year at the great Lounisiana Purchase Exposition.

The acquisition of the Louisiana territory deserves to rank
next to the achievement of our national independence, and we
may appropriately say that, while the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and the successful establishment of our great Repub-
lic were the greatest American achievements of the eighteenth
century, the acquisition of the Louisiana territory, which did so
much to open the way for our Republic to become the admira-
tion of mankind and the model Republic of the world, was the
greatest achievement of the nineteenth century.

The acquisition of territory under the Guadalupe Hidalgo
treaty and the Gadsden treaty was another great achievement,
and we should in the formation of States in the great area of
territory acquired from Mexico do nothing which may hamper,
confine, or limit us unnecessarily in the future. ;

We should not at this time forget platform promises made in
national conventions by both the Republican party and the Dem-
ocratic party.

In 1892 the Democratic national convention at Chicago de-
clared:

We approve the action of the present House of Representatives in
passing bills for the admission into the Union as States of the Terri-
tories of New Mexico and Arizona.

In 1892 the Republican national convention had a resolution
in its platform declaring that it favored the admission of the re-
maining Territories, as follows:

We favor the admission of the remaining Territories at the earliest
practicable date, having a due regard to the interests of the people of
the Territories of the United Btates.

In 1896 the Democratic national convention at Chicago em-
phatically favored the admission of the Territories of New Mex-
ico, Arizona, and Oklahoma, as follows:

We favor the admission of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona,
and Oklahoma into the Union as States, and we favor the early admis-
gion of all the Territories having necessary population and resources
to entitle them to statehood. J

In the same year, 1896, the Republican party in national con-
vention practieally took the same position, as follows :

We favor the admission of the remaining Territories at the earliest
Pmctlcable date, having due regard to the interests of the people of the
Territories of the United States.

In 1500 the Republican national convention at Philadelphia
again declared:

We favor home rule for and the early admission to statehood of the
Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma.

Because of the failure of the Republican party to keep this
promise of 1896 the national Democratic convention at Kansas
City in 1900 adopted a resolution declaring:

We denounce the failure of the Republlean party to carry out its
pledges to grant statehood to the Territories otp Arizona, New Mexico,
and Oklahoma. We promise the people of these Territories immediate
statehood and home rule during their condition as Territories.

At the last national Democratic convention held at St. Louis
in July, 1904, Democrats in their national platform declared:

We favor the admission of the Territories of Oklahoma and thef In-
dian Territory. We also favor the immediate admission of Arizona
and New Mexico as separate States, and a Territorial government for
Alaska and Porto Rico.

The interests and rights of the people in each of these Terri-
tories are so vast and vital that there should be no partisanship
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in considering the question of their admission into the Union,
and as both of the great political parties stand pledged in their
national platforms to give separate statehood to the Territories
of Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma, it is to be regretied
that platform pledges were disregarded in the report and recom-
mendation for passage of the bill now under consideration. I
hope and believe that Senators will act justly toward the people
of these Territories and remember their platform pledges.

Mr. President, each of the Territories of Arizona, New Mex-
jco, and Oklahoma have complied with every requirement here-
tofore made by Congress for admission of Territories into the
Union as States.

Each of these Territories have population more than suffi-
cient for representation in Congress.

Each of these Territories have more wealth than is necessary
to support all the expenses of statehood, and each of these Ter-
ritories have institutions in harmony with republican govern-
ment as understood and required when a Territory seeks to be-
come a Commonwealth.

Mr. President, I have consumed more time than I had ex-
pected. In conclusion, I say that the great Territories of Ari-
zona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma should be admitted without
delay into the Union. Give to their waiting, anxious, patriotic
people the separate statehood they so much desire and so richly
deserve. Let the destiny of the Indian Territory be worked
out as rapidly as possible, and Congress will soon be able to
settle all problems connected with that rich and splendid Ter-
ritory, with 31,000 square miles of actual land service and a
population of 392,000, four-fifths of whom are whites, and after
a little while admit Indian Territory as an independent State.
In the meantime this Territory should be encouraged and bene-
fited by a wise and just Territorial government. Thus, Mr.
President, we will do justice to people who have builded four
great Commonwealths, and instead of two we will add four
States to the great galaxy of States, and instead of two we
will add four stars to the flag which floats over the “land of
the free and the home of the brave.”

Mr. BATE. Has the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLsoN]
any suggestion to make? Does any Senator on the other side
desire to be heard?

Mr. NELSON. I do not know that anyone on this side is
ready to go on. The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForARER]
intends to speak, but he is not ready to go on to-day.

Mr. KEAN. I understand that the Senator from Tennessee is
ready to go on.

Mr. BATE. No; I do not propose to speak, if the Senator
from Minnesota desires to say something.

Mr. NELSON. I have no desire at present to enter into the
discussion. I shall be glad to hear from the Senator from Ten-
nessee.

Mr. BATE. I have but little to say this evening, sir.

Mr. President, I have many documents here which have been
sent to me upon this question, showing the popular sentiment,
particularly in New Mexico and Arizona. I have a great many
of them here, but I have not troubled the Senate by putting them
in. However, I have one or two on which I think I ought to say
something and which should go before the Senate.

Here is one sent to me from Maricopa County, in Arizona, that
has upon it the signatures of seventeen hundred persons from
that one county, remonsirating against being united with New
Mexico and desiring Arizona to be an independent State. That
1 send to the Secretary. Of course I do not ask that it be read,
because there are a number of names upon it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Parrerson in the chair).
What is the desire of the Senator from Tennessee in regard to
the memorial?

Mr. BATE. I have sent it to the Secretary’s desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to
have it printed in the REcorp?

Mr. BATE. As T stated, I present the memorial from that
county, with seventeen hundred names attached to if, in favor
of Arizona being an independent State and not being united
with New Mexico.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ten-
nessee desire to have the memorial printed in the REcorp?

Mr. BATE. No, sir; T do not wish to have the seventeen
hundred names printed. Let it lie on the table for the present.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Tennessee simply pre-
sents the memorial.

Mr. BATE. Yes, sir. I have several others that I will pre-
sent subsequently. With the permission of the Senate, this
evening I will have but little to say on certain points. The mat-
ter has been discussed very freely in some respects, but there
are a good many amendments here. Those amendments have
not yet been discussed. I do not propose to discuss them now.

I wish to hear from the autliors of those amendments before I
take a position upon them or before I am ready to vote upon
them. I merely suggest that I will this evening go on with
some remarks against the bill in general. I oppose the bill in

toto.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee
will proceed.

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the bill and its amendments, re-
ported from the Senate Committee on Territories to H. R. No.
14749, is so contrary to the pledges of both political parties
from 1888 to the Fifty-eighth Congress, to the expression of
public opinion by the representatives of the people, to the desires
and wishes and expectations of the peoples of the Territories,
and so fraught with future trouble to the people of the United
States, that I, as a Senator and a member of the Committee on
Territories, can not approve the departure from precedent and
principle which underlies this consolidation of peoples whose
differing conditions of civilization utterly unfit them when they
become a State for that close and intimate relationship that is
necessary for the prosperity of a State. .

The *“ whip-and-spur ” process of legislation, as the public ree-
ords show, was applied in the House of Representatives, as here,
for the passage of this bill, which, having been reported to the
House from the Committee on Territories on April 8, 1904, was,
on April 19, under an ironclad rule, excluding amendments and
permitting a debate of only three and one-half hours, and never
having been read to the IHouse, on that latter day expedited into
an act and is now pressed for passage by the Senate.

The Senate's peculiar and admitted function to prevent hasty
and ill-considered legislation which its liberal rules were de-
signed to secure, is now on test in this most important measure,
which affects alike the membership of the Senate, the future
peace and prosperity of the peoples of these Territories, and
the welfare of the Union.

This bill was hatehied from a nest of eight Territorial bills,
not one of which provided for the combination of New Mexico
and Arizona. The distinguished Senator from California [Mr.
Barp] has handled all those Territorial eggs and shown how
8. 879 and 878, H. R. 848, H. R. 4078, and H. R. 13524 ” were
addied in the incubation which produced this double-headed
rooster now lustily crowing for admission as two States.

Not one of the bills offered in either House provided for the
combination of New Mexico with Arizona, and the people of
neither Territory ask or desire that combination, while only two
of the bills provided for the union of the Indian Territory with
Oklahoma, and neither of those bills came from either Territory.

This double-yolked Territorial egg was laid by the chairman
of the House Committee on Territories, and his incubator
hatched it in three and one-half hours—the shortest period of
zestation known to biological investigation. And now the Sen-
ate is asked by the Committee on Territories to play the part
of brooder and to develop this nondescript chick into a full-
fledged capon.

Never before in my service in the Senate has a measure of so
mueh vital importance reached our eonsideration with so little
explanation of the reasons and arguments to justify so great a
departure from established precedents. For that departure
there is no explanation vouchsafed the Senate, and none to the
publie in the reports to this Congress from either Committee on
Territories. We are asked to disregard absolutely the wishes
and aspirations for statehood by the people of each Territory
and to combine them into two States despite their protests and
their wishes.

We are asked to accept and ratify this scheme of combination
upon the suggestion of the majority of two committees whose
minority representation strongly oppose both recommendations,
and upon the snggestions of such majorities of committees,
without explanation, reason, or argument, to determine for all
time the future rights and welfare of nearly 2,000,000 American
citizens against their convictions, their wishes, and their pro-
tests.

The nonpartizan character of the opposition to this combina-
tion of peoples is attested by the fact that some Senators, like
the late Mr. Quay, have opposed in report and speeches this
combination by strongly advocating the admission to statehood
of the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma.
That nonpartisan character of opposition to combinations is
again emphasized by able speeches from Senators like Mr.
Barp of California. That nonpartisan opposition to combina-
tions of peoples finds its justification in the report made by the
Senator from Indiana December 10, 1902 (Report No. 2206),
that it wounld be * wiser and better for the Territories” to wait
longer for admission than to be brought into the Union
“ punched together.” * Bunched together "—how well that de-
scribes this exploit.
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The practice of late years for Congress to pass enabling acts
for the formation of a constitution does not alter the faect that
Arkansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Oregon, Idaho, and Wyoming
were admitted info the Union without an enabling aet and sim-
ply upon their conventions having formed a constitution. They
came in under that “right inherent” in their people, which
the Republican platform of 1888 recognized as existing, without
conditions of any kind, except those of population and of a
republican form of government. New States are not ereated
“ by act of Congress, but by the acts of their people, which Con-
gress ratifies in their admission.”

The conditions of admission heretofore imposed by Congress
had their origin in the slavery question in nearly every case;
the power thus assumed has become accepted as of right. But
the “right inherent” fo the people of a Territory to be ad-
mitted into the Union may be defeated, but can not be destroyed
by Congress. These Territories having each for itself attained
to the conditions of statehood, the duty of Congress is to admit
them into the Union in the form they have taken, and neot to
shap for them a form they do not desire and ean not assume
with safety for their future welfare.

How far this new scheme for consolidating peoples of differ-
ent Territories into a State has departed from the practice of
the early days will be readily seen by a short review of the
well-known and well-beaten way heretofore followed for the
admission of new States.

Before the Constitution of the United States was completed
in the eonvention a pathway was blazed by the Confederation
for the admission of Canada into the Confederation. Virginia
widened the way by her ordinance of July 13, 1787, creating
“the territory northwest of the Ohio River,” and providing
as a condition to her grant for the division of the territory into
States—*“not less than three, nor more than five"—which
secured compact, but not immense territorial areas for the
several States.

It will be apparent upon examination of the earlier ordinance
. of 1784, and that of 1787, that both Virginia as grantor and the

Confederation regarded Territorial existence as merely that of
waiting for sufficient population to sustain the expense of gov-
ernment by a State—for its express provision relates only to
“ States.” Artiele V provides that 60,000 inhabitants in the
Territory should entitle the people to admission into the Union.
That number of inhabitants could have had no reference to the
apportionment of representation, because the ordinance was an-
terior to the Constitution of the United States, the date of the
ordinance being July 13, 1787, and that of the Constitution being
September 17, 1787, and the apportionment for representation
in the first Congress was one Representative to every 30,000
inhabitants.

The only conditions imposed upon the new States was that of
population and that of the republican form of its government.
Those conditions satisfied, the ordinance provided that—
guch States shall be admitted by Itz Delegates into the Congress of
the United States on an equal footing with the original Stafes in all
respects whatever.

All that may be “ancient history,” dim and dusty, but lt
points a moral—that Congress ought always to observe in rela-
tion to the admission of States. The fanciful “ tions
for statehood,” first discovered in the report from the Commit-
tee on Territories, No. 2206, page 2 (5Tth Cong., 24 sess.), that
the admission of a new State involves as to * edueation, morals,
and other elements of citizenship. Second, the interests of the
remainder of the Republic” has neither shape nor form nor in-
ference in the earliest provisions for the admission of new
States.

Nor is there a place or room in the ordinance of 1787, or
in the precedents that have followed that ordinanee in the
admission of new States, for the conelusion in Report No. 2206
(57th Cong., 2d sess.), dedoced from premises unknown to the
history of the physical development of the Union, that the
qualification for statehood involves—

First, the number of people asking for admlsslon .

becond, the condition of those people as to
other elements of citizensh I?

Third, the extent of terri or{ occupled by them

Fourth, the extent to which they have developed the resources of
that territory ; and

Finally, the estent and character of all natural resources, both de-
veloped and undeveloped.

That the people must be sufficlent in number; they must be on an
eq’unllty with the remainder of the people of the nation in all that eon-

stitutes effective citizenship; they must have developed the resources
of the land they mwg and have further resources susceptible of like
development to bring their proposed new State up to the average of the
remainder of the nation.

These requirements grow out of the nature of our form of govern-
me

‘(,.pon all of these qualifications Congress is of course the judge.

educational, moral, and

To the first or population clause there is no exception. Of
course population and terrifory are necessary to a State—the
other so-called qualifications are but premises leading up to
ihe increase in membership of the Senate. Nor can cne find in
history of the admission of new States any reference whatever
to the “interest of the remainder of the Republic.” In the
admission of Vermont, the first new State to enter the Union,
she came into the Union despite the claims of New York and
New Hampshire to the territory under their old patents.

To quiet New York, Congress voted $30,000 for a quitclaim
release, and Vermont became a State hy the act of February 18,
1791, to take effect March 4, 1791. Vermont, admitied as a
free, sovereign, and independent State, made the precedent upon
which nearly half a century after Texas, another free, sov-
ereign, and independent State, became a member of the Union.
Neither Vermont nor Texas was formed out of territory be-
longing fo the United States. Both were “States” before as well
as after admission, and “new ” only in the sense of recent ad-
mission.

“The terrifory south of the Ohio River” was organized by
act of May 26, 1790, and included Kentucky and Tennessee. As
Kentucky was the first State formed out of territory belonging
to the United States, the mode of admitting the State will not
be uninstructive. In his second annual message, of date De-
cember 8, 1790, General Washington writes:

Since your last session I have recelved eommunications by which it
appears that the district of EKentucky, at present a part of Vi
has coneun-ed in certain goposltlons eontained In a law of that State,
in consequence of which the distriet is to become a distant member of
the Union in case the requisite sanction of Congress be added. For

this sanction application {8 now made. I shall cause the on the
very important transaction to .be lald before yow. The liberality and
harmony with which it has been conducted will be found to do

great
honor to both the es, the sen t of warm n.ttachment to
the Union and ltu present Government :&pressed by our fellow-citizens
of Kentucky can not fail to add an affectionate concern for their par-
ticular welfare to the 5reat national Imj under which you will
decide on the ease snbmitted to you.
To which the Senate replied, December 10, 1790:

In confidence that every comstitutional prel has been ob-
served, we assure you ot om- dl.sEnition to concur in giving the requ:lslte
sanction to the admiss as a distinct member of the
Union, in doing which we nhnll antie tg the hap y altecta to expreu

sentiments of attachment toward TUnlon El resent govern
anenticwhieh have been expressed by the patriotic mha tants of that

Andthe House, replying to the President, said:

prepa.ratory ste tnken the Bt.sta of Vlrﬁh, in concert with
the district of K&ntu n.s latter into a dis-
tinet memher tl:e U on exhlblt a ll'bersll honorable tu. the parties.
We shall t &mﬂo

favorable
which it merl
our decision, nt:'aua%t‘gtnh to mlllggt}g mpﬁi&&?ﬁﬁgeﬁt{szgﬁ:ﬁ
g(r:n awakened by those expressed on behalf of our fellow-citizens of

The affectionate sentiment of the patriotie inhabitants of
the distriect came when the mouth of the Mississippi River and
the Territory of Louisiana were in hostile hands and Kentucky
and T fronting on the river, were the * buffer States ™
which would first experience the hostilities that might take
place. Hence there was no long delay or any very particular
inquiries into * requisite conditions™ of the district of Ken-
tuecky.

Passing over the efforts of the people of Tennessee in the
year 1785 to become a member of the Union under a constitu- .
tion formed without permission from any authority except that
arising from the inherent right of every people to home rule,
the records show that two years after the admission of Ken-
tucky Tennessee became a State of the Union, in 1796, under a
constitution formed without previous,authority from any source
whatever—a case of home-rule or local self-government. The
State was admitted without any inquiry into * requisite condi-.
tions ” as to “ education, morals, and other elements of citizen-
ship ” or any so-called “ civil-service examinations,” or fo the
extent to which they had developed the resources of that coun-
try or “as fto the extent and charaecter of all natural resources,
both developed and undeveloped,” as laid down in the report.
2206, of the Fifty-seventh Congress.

I can not discover by examination of records that Congress
has ever, in the admission of a State, required “an equality
with the remainder of the people of the Republic in all that con-
stitutes effective citizenship,” or required as a condition of ad-
mission that the applying people “ must have developed the re-
sources of the land they occupy and have further resources of
like development to bring their proposed new State up to the
average of the remainder of the States,” or that “ these require-
ments grow out of the nature of our form of government.” It
is certain that no such * requirements ¥ had any existence In the
admission of Vermont, Kentucky, or Tennessee.
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In a message to Congress, December 8, 1796, on the act of ces-
slon of North Carolina, President Washington wrote:

Among the privileges, benefit, and advantages thus secured to the
inhabitants of the territory south of the river Ohio appears to be the
rlrght of forming a permanent constitution and State government, and
of admission as a State by its delegates into the Congress of the United
States on an equal footing with the original States in all respects
whatever, when it should have therein ,000 free inhabitants, pro-
vided the constitution and government so to be formed should be re-
publican and in conformity to the principles contained in the articles
of said ordinance.

That is, President Washington says all that is necessary is to
conform to the ordinance of 1787 by having 60,000 inhabitants
and a republican form of government—

As proofs of the several requisitions to entitle the territory south of
the river Ohio to be admitted as a State into the Union, Governor
Blount has transmitted a return of the enumeration of its inhabitants
and a t|h)ﬁ-inted copy of the constitution and form of government on
which they have agreed, which, with his letters accompanying the
same, are herewith laid before Congress.

President Washington, in recognizing the 60,000 free inhabit-
ants as the basis of population for a constitution and form of
government, follows the requirements of the ordinance of 1787.
But he went further and recognized the right of forming a per-
manent constitution and admission into the Union as something
that must be done, but being done, gave to the people of the
Territory the right to be put on an equal footing with the orig-
inal States in all respects whatever.

Then the committee’s requirements in Report No. 2206 (57th
Cong.) submitted by the Senator from Indiana, Mr. Beveridge,
are purely academic and without foundation in the previous
admission of new States.

There is no “ limit,” in the sense of force, to the power of Con-
gress to admit or refuse admittance to a new State, but in moral
right, in that discretion with which the Constitution invests
Congress, there is a limit, and the lines as drawn by President
Washington and the Segate and House of the First Congress as
the * constitutional pre ary ” prescribe that limit, and the
provision that *new States may be admitted into the Union”
must be construed as obligatory on Congress when that neces-
sity ends, which the Republican platform of 1888, recognized
as the limit “ of government by Congress of the Territories, to
the end that they may become States in the Union.” Other-
wise there can be no reconciliation between the power of Con-
gress and the “ right inherent ” in the people as also recognized
in the same Republican platform.

. Not one of those academic “ qualifications ” of the Report No.
2206 was applied to Ohio. By the act of May 9, 1800, to take ef-
fect July 1, 1800, the “ Territory northwest of the Ohio” was
divided into the © Territory of Indiana,” which under the act of
October 1, 1804, covered all Louisiana and reached to the Pacific
and the Gulf. Ohio was admitted into the Union by the act of
April 30, 1802, to take effect November 29, 1802. The records
of her admission into the Union do not show that any inquiry
was made into the education, morals, or industries of the people
as *qualification ” for admission. Ohio came in by virtue of
that *inherent right” which Virginia had protected by the
ordinance of 1787.

Louisiana, purchased in 1803, was created into the “ Territory
of Orleans” by act of Congress March 26, 1804, and that Ter-
ritory, by the act of April 8, 1812, to take effect April 30, was
admitted as the State of Louisiana. But again I fail to find
that any of the academic qualifications discovered of late years
were required of the people of Louisiana. But instead of fanci-
ful, almost farcical, conditions, I find that a clear and decisive
policy in a commercial sense dictated the early admission of
that State, which projected the national authority to the Gulf
and set up an everlasting barrier to interference with internal
commerce along 10,000 miles of waterway.

Neither Arkansas, admitted in 1836 ; nor Mississippi, admitted
by joint resolution in 1817 ; nor Illinois, admitted also by joint
resolution in 1818; nor Alabama, admitted by joint resolution
in 1819 ; nor Maine, in 1820, ever passed any civil-service exam-
ination as to education, morals, or industries.

The easy terms of admission into the Union under which
twenty-three States were admitted into the Union took no no-
tice whatever of the academic “ qualifications ™ now set up be-
fore the people of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma.

Mr. President, it was the slavery question which instigated
“ conditions ™ as to admission into the Union, and in the case
of Missouri was struck that “ fire bell in the night,” which con-
tinued to ring out its funeral peals from 1820 to 1865.

But education, morals, and industries played no part whatever
in the admission of Missouri, the first State formed out of
territory wholly west of the Mississippi River.

A period of sixteen years transpired between the admission
of Missouri and that of Arkansas by act of June 15, 1836. The
State when admitted had not the quota of population then re-
quired, and most of its history belonged to the period of French
and Spanish occupancy. Then, if ever, was the proper time to
inquire into the education, morals, and industries of the people,
but no such qualifications were known to Congress as late as
1836, and only now through a strained effort to mislead as to the
condition of New Mexico and Arizona.

Michigan was admitted in 1837. Mr. President, the trail of
the French trader and the missionary had made a deeper im-
pression on the civilization of Michigan than upon any other
State, and river, bay, lake, and town bear witness to the French
occupancy ; but the education, morals, and industries of her
people were not examined into to see if they were qualified to
be a State of the Union. Michigan came in without civil service
or any other examination. The State came in by virtue of the
fact that her civilization and progress demanded greater facili-
ties than were possible for her enterprising people in a Terri-
torial eondition.

Florida, with very little more than half the quota of popula-
tion required, was admitted by act of March 3, 1845. Her long
and eventful history under Spanish dominion might reasonably
have suggested an examinatiop into the edueation, morals, and
industries of her people, but no such suggestion found expression
in any legislation.

Iowa came in by act of December 28, 1846, a previous act of
March 3, 1845, had provided for her admission, but question of
unadjusted boundaries, not eduecation, or morals, or industries,
had arisen and delayed the actual admission until 1846.

Wisconsin, admitted by act of May 28, 1849, passed no ex-
amination into her education, morals, or industries, notwith-
standing much of her territory shows the trail of French occu-
panecy and ownerghip.

California, the first fruit of the Mexican conquest—never a
Territory—was admitted September 9, 1850, and brought golden
fruit into the country.

But, Mr. President, in that excited contest over the * Com-
promise of 1850,” when sections as well as States were contest-
ing for supremacy, no voice was heard for inquiry into the
education, morals, and industries of the “forty-niners” who
swarmed into the gold fleld—composed her vigilance commit-
tees—and without authority framed a constitution and de-
manded admission and got it.

The admission of Minnesota by act of May 11, 1858, and of
Oregon by act of February 14, 1859, closed another period of
easy admission into the Union without inquisition as to educa-
tion, morals, and industries.

The question of admitting Kansas opened afresh the slavery
question, “it tore agape the healing wound afresh,” and for a
period of several years actual warfare waged among her people
with a multiplicity of constitutions, and her motto, “Ad astra
per aspera,’” tells the story of her period of tutelage for state-
hood; but we find no ecivil-service examination nor anything
akin to it required by Congress and no investigation into her
education, morals, and industries when she was admitted Jan-
uary 29, 1861.

In the current political parlance of that day * the rape of
West Virginia,” consummated in 1862, raises no question as to
the education, morals, or industries of her people; she entered
the Union really without constitutional warrant.

Nevada, with boundaries as large as New York and popula-
tion less than Delaware, was admitted October 31, 1864. Ne-
braska came in in 1867, Colorado in 1876, and Utah, conspicuous
in the history of the country for her polyzamous practices, es-
caped all inquiry into education, morals, and industries. The
State of Washington, away up under the * fifty-four forty or
fight ” boundary, closes the acts of admission, and in not one of
the acts or in any record accessible to inquiry can there be found
a scintilla of evidence to sustain the academic qualifications of
these latter days set forth in Report No. 2206.

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from Tennessee does not de-
sire to proceed further at this time I will move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of executive business.

Mr. BATE. I yield for that motion.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. NELSON. T move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agree to; and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business, After twenty-three min-
«utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and
(at 4 o'clock and 18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until
to-morrow, Saturday, January 21, 1905, at 12 o’clock m.
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NOMINATIONS.
Erecutive nominations received by the Senate January 20, 1905.
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY.
Military Secretary’s Depariment.

Alexander O. Brodie, of Arizona Territory, to be assistant
chief of the Record and Pension Office, with the rank of major,
vice Edward 8. Fowler.

TO BE ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTOR.

Ensign James Reed, jr., to be an assistant naval constructor
in the Navy from the 1st day of January, 1905, to fill a vacancy
existing in that grade on that date.

WITHDRAWAL.
Erxecutive nomination withdrawn January 20, 1905.
Edward 8. Fowler (late major, additional paymaster, United
States Volunteers), of New York, to be assistant chief of the

ilefgoril. and FPension Office, with the rank of major, from August

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ewxecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate January 19, 1905.
POSTMASTER.

NORTH CAROLINA,
William A. Lloyd to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, in the
county of Orange and State of North Carolina.

Ezrccutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 20, 1905.
INDIAN AGENTS.

I. N. Steen, of Mayville, N. Dak., to be agent for the Indians
of the Standing Rock Agency in North Dakota.
John R. Brennan, of South Dakota, to be agent for the In-
dians of the Pine Ridge Agency in South Dakota.
POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA.
John R. Carter to be postmaster at Birmingham, in the county
of Jefferson and State of Alabama.
Felix O. Dudley to be postmaster at Clanton, in the county of
Chilton and State of Alabama.
ARKANSAS,
B. W. Allen to be postmaster at Hamburg, in the county of
Ashley and State of Arkansas.
Edward Il Blackmon to be postmaster at Augusta, in the
county of Woodruff and State of Arkansas.
J. H. Edwards to be postmaster at Blytheville, in the county
of Mississippi and State of Arkansas.
Ernest Ritter to be postmaster at Marked Tree, in the county
of Poinsett and State of Arkansas.
CALIFORNIA.
John E. Hoyle to be postmaster at Taylor, in the county of
Shasta and State of California.
Flora 8. Knauer to be postmaster at Reedley, in the county
of Fresno and State of California.
COLORADO.
Orlando Rogers to be postmaster at Independence, in the
county of Teller and State of Colorado.
George W. Summers to be postmaster at Gunnison, in the
county of Gunnison and State of Colorado.
INDIAN TERRITORY.
Ilarry Jennings fo be postmaster at Claremore, in District
Four, Indian Territory.
IOWA.
Jobn Q. Graham to be postmaster at Emerson, in the county
of Mills and State of Iowa.
EKENTUCKY.
J. L. Earlywine to be postmaster at Paris, in the county of
Bourbon and State of Kentucky.
MISSOURL.
Alansan H. Dent to be postmaster at Osceola, in the county of
St. Clair and State of Missourl.
William E. Templeton to be postmaster at Excelsior Springs,
in the county of Clay and State of Missouri.
MONTANA.

George W. Padbury to be postmaster at Marysville, in the

county of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana.
NEEBRASEKA.
George Williams to be postmaster at Cambridge, in the county
of Furnas and State of Nebraska.

NEW JERSEY.
John J. Anderson to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the
county of Bergen and State of New Jersey.
Ezra F. Ferris, sr., to be postmaster at Chatham, in the county
of Morris and State of New Jersey.
Henry Graham to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of
Cumberland and State of New Jersey.
John Hubbard to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the county
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey.
William H. Jernee to be postmaster at Jamesburg, in the
county of Middlesex and State of New Jersey.
Howard V. Locke to be postmaster at Swedesboro, in the
county of Gloucester and State of New Jersey.
NEW YORE.
Charles W. Clark to be postmaster at Oriskany Falls, in the
county of Oneida and State of New York.
Newton A. Collings to be postmaster at Groton, in the county
of Tompkins and State of New York.
Ezra C. Ferris to be postmaster at Croton on Hudson, in the
county of Westchester and State of New York.
Frantz Murray to be postmaster at Dolgeville, in the county
of Herkimer and State of New York.
OHIO.
John Campbell to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of
Trumbull and State of Ohio.
Orrin W. Curtis to be postmaster at Swanton, in the county
of Fulton and State of Ohio.
Thomas E. Dunnington to be postmaster at Malta, in the
connty of Morgan and State of Ohio.
George E. Reed to be postmaster at Prairie Depot, in the
county of Wood and State of Ohio.
William W. Reed to be postmaster at Kent, in the county of
Portage and State of Ohio.
George C. Watson to be postmaster at New Concord, in the
county of Muskingum and State of Ohio.
PENNSYLVANIA.
Eli D. Robinson to be postmaster at Butler, in the county or
Butler and State of Pennsylvania.
BOUTH DAEKOTA.
Arthur B. Chubbuck to® be postmaster at Ipswich, in the
county of Edmunds and State of South Dakoth.

UTAH.

Clifford I. Goff to be postmaster at West Jordan, in the county
of Salt Lake and State of Utah.

Charles A. Guiwits to be postmaster at Price, in the county
of Carbon and State of Utah.

WEST VIRGINIA

Ellis L. Cassell to be postmaster at Eckman, in the county of

McDowell and State of West Virginia.

EXTRADITION TREATY WITH SPAIN.

The injunction of secrecy was removed January 20, 1905,
from a treaty between the United States and the Kingdom of
Spain for the mutual extradition of erlmma.ls, signed at Madrid
on June 15, 1904.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Fray, January 20, 1905.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Prayer by Rev. F. M. GreeN, A. M., LL. D., of Kent, Portage
County, Ohio.

The Journal of the pruceedjngs of yesterday was read and
approved.

CEREMONIES IN CONNECTION WITH THE RECEPTION OF INGALLS
STATUE.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
change the hour for holding the exercises of the reception of
the Ingalls statue from 3.30 te 3 o’clock to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent that the hour for the ceremonies touching the
reception of the Ingalls statue be changed from 3.30 to-morrow
to 3 o'clock. Is there objection? [Affer a pause.] The Chair
hears none.

ARMY APPROFRIATION BILL.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the army appro-
priation bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa calls up the army
appropriation bill.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment pending
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upon which the yeas and nays were called. I desire to ask con-
sent to subgtitute what I will send to the Clerk’s desk for the
pending amendment. It requires unanimous consent, and I do
it because some Members believe there is some ambiguity about
the first amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to substitute the provision in lien of the amendment
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Provided, That hereafter, no retired officer of the Army above the
%rade of major shall, when assigned to active duty, receive from the

nited States any pay or allowances additional to ggesay as retired

officer so as to make his total pay and allowances ex the pay and
allowances of a major on the active list. p ¥

- The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I do not think this makes the provision any
clearer, but I shall not object to the gentleman perfecting his
own amendment, which we want to kill, according to his own
sense of what ought to be done.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippl.
the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi demands
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 202, nays 50,
answered * present ” 5, not voting 127, as follows:

Mr. Speaker, upon that I ask

YEAB—202,
Adamson Field Lamb Robinson, Ind.
Allen Flood Lester Rodenberg
Baker . Fordoey Lever Rucker
Bartlett Foss Lilley Russell
Bates Fuller Lind Seott
Beall, Tex. Gardner, Mich. Littauer Shackleford
Beidler Garner Littlefield Shiras
PBirdsall Gibson Lloyd Sibley
Bishop Gillespie Longworth Sims
30!1{!& Gillet, N. Y. Loud Slayden
Boutel Glllett, Cal. Loudenslager Small
Bowers Glllett, Mass. Luckin Smith, 111
Bowersock Goulden MecCarthy Smith, Iowa
Bradley Gregg McCleary, Minn. Smith, Ky.
Hrandegee Griffith McCreary, Pa. Bmith, SBamuel W.
Brantley Grosyenor MecLachlan Smith, N, Y.
Brick Hamlin McLain Smith, Pa.
Erown, Wis, Haskins McMorran Smith, Tex.
Brownlow Haugen Macon Snapp
Burke Ha Maddox Snook
Burleigh H Mahon Southard
Calderhead Heflin Mann Bpalding
Campbell Henry, Conn. Marshall Sperry
Candler Henry, Tex. Martin Spight
Capron Hepburn Maynard Stafford
C Hermann Miller Stevens, Minn,
Cassingham Hill, Conn. Minor Sulloway
Clark Hill, Miss. Mondell Talbott
Clayton Hinshaw Morgan Tawney
Cochran, Mo. Bitt N am Thomas, Iowa
Conner Hoﬁ Norris Thomas, N. C.
Cooper, Pa. Holliday Otjen Townsend
Cousins Houston Overstreet Trimble
Cowherd Howell, N. T. Padgett Vandiver
Crumpacker Howell, Utah Parker Vreeland
Currier Hull Patterson, Pa. Wadsworth
Curtis Humphreys, Miss. Payne ‘Wallace
Cushman James Pearre Warner
Dalzell Johnson Perkins Webb
Idarragh Jones, Va. Pinckney Webber
Davis, Minn, Jones, Wash. Porter Weems
De Armond Kennedy Powers, Me, Weisse
Deemer Ketcham Prince Wiley, Ala.
Dixon Kinkaid Pujo Williams, I11.
Dougherty Klitchin, Claude Randell, Tex, Williamson
Douglas Kluttz Rhea Wilson, I11.
Dresser K:mp}) Richardson, Ala. Wood
Driscoll Knop Richardson, Tenn. Young
Dunwell Knowland Rider Zenor
Dwight Kyle Rixey
Evans Lacey Robb

NAYB—50.
Alken IHarrison McAndrews Shall
Dassett Hopkins MeCall Sparkman
Bell, Cal. Howard Marsh Stanley
Benny Hunt Moon, Tenn. Stefhens, Tex.
Dowie Kehoe Page * Bullivan, Mass.
Burleson Kitehin, Wm. W. Patterson, N. C. Thayer
Caldwell Lamar, Fla. Powers, Mass. Tirrell
Cockran, N, Y, Lawrence Reid Van Duger
Davey, La. Legare Roberts Wade
Denny Lewis, Ryan Wanlger.
Fitzgerald Little Scudder Williams, Migs.
Giranger Livernash Sheppard
Greene Lovering Sherley

ANSWERED *“ PRESENT "—35.

Cromer Jenkins Livingston Sherman

Hardwick

NOT VOTING—127.

Acheson Davidson Hildebrant Rain

Adams, Pa. Davis, Fla. Hitchcock B,au:s?;ll, La.
Adams, Wis. Dayton Huft Reeder
Alexander Dickerman Hughes, N. 7. Robertson, La.
Ames Dinsmore Hughes, W. Va. Robinson, Ark.
Babceock Dovener Humphrey, Wash. Ruppert
Badﬁer Draper Hunter Secarborough
Bankhead Emerich, Jackson, Md. Shober
Rartholdt Esch Jackson, Ohlo B]emg

Bede Finley Keliher Smith, Wm. Alden
Benton Fitzpatrick Kline Southall
Bingham Flace Lafean Southwick
Breazeale Foster, 111 Lamar, Mo. Steenerson
Brooks Foster, Vt. Landis, Chas. B. Sterling
Broussard Fowler. Landis, Frederick Sullivan, N. Y.
Brown, Pa. French Lindsay Sulzer
irundidge Gaines, Tenn. Lorimer ' Swanson
Buckman Gaines, W. Va. MeDermott Tate

BurEeaa Garber. MeceN Taylor
Burkett Gardner, Mass. Meyer, La. Thomas, Ohio
DBurnett Gardner, Miers, Ind. Underw:
Burton Gilbert oon, Yan Voorhis,
Butler, Mo. Glass Morrell Yolstead
Butler, Pa. Goebel Mudd Wachter
Dyrd Goldfogle Murdock Warnock
Castor Gooch Nevin Watson
('onnell Graft Olmsted ‘Wiley, N. J.
Cooper, Tex. Griggs Otis Wilson, N. X.
Cooper, Wis. Gudger Palmer Woodyard
Croft Hamilton Patterson, Tenn. Wright
Crowley Hearst Pierce Wynn
Daniels Hemenway Pou

So the amendment was agreed to.

The following pairs were announced :

For the session:

Mr. Dayrox with Mr. Mever of Louisiana,

Mr, CHARLES B. LANDpIs with Mr. TATE.

Mr., SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT.

Mr, WoopyArD with Mr. HARDWICK.

For one week :

Mr. CroMEr with Mr. Miegs of Indiana.

Until further notice:

Mr. BurgerT with Mr. RoBerTsoN of Louisiana,
Mr. MorreLr with Mr, Svrrivax of New York.
Mr. ConxeLL with Mr. BurLer of Missouri.

Mr. CasTor with Mr. EMERICH.

Mr. ALEXANDER with Mr. UNDERWOOD.

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. BENTON.

Mr. Doveras with Mr. BADGER.

Mr. ButLer of Pennsylvania with Mr. Surzeg.
Mr. Burton with Mr. BURGESS.

Mr. FosteEr of Vermont with Mr. Pou.

For the day:

Mr. WricHT with Mr. SHOBER.

Mr. WiLEY of New Jersey with Mr. Rosinson of Arkansas.
Mr. Warsoxn with Mr, SCARBOROUGH.

Mr. WAcHTER with Mr. RaxspeLL of Louisiana.
Mr. REEpER with Mr. RAINEY.

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. PIERCE.

Mr. PaLMER with Mr. PaTTERsoN of Tennessee,
Mr, Or1s with Mr. Lamar of Missouri.

Mr. OLMsTED with Mr, McNARY.

Mr., Murpock with Mr. KELIHER.

Mr. Mupp with Mr. HITCHCOCK.

Mr, Moo~ of Pennsylvania with Mr. GUDGER.
Mr. FrepEricK LANDIS with Mr. GoocH,

Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. GoLDFOGLE.

Mr. Grarr with Mr. FostEr of Illinois.

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee,
Mr. FowrLer with Mr. DINSMORE.

Mr. LoriMER with Mr. KLINE.

Mr. GarpNER of Massachusetts with Mr. BURNETT.
Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. LiNDSAY.
Mr. BarTHOLDT With Mr. GrIgas.

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. HeArsT. |

Mr. Escr with Mr. WirLson of New York.

Mr. Hamirrony with Mr., Coorer of Texas.

Mr. STeERLING with Mr., SWANSON.

Mr. Waenock with Mr. HueaES of New Jersey.
Mr. DovERER with Mr., BROUSSARD.

Mr. SLEmp with Mr, Grass.

Mr. HucHES of West Virginia with Mr. GILBERT.
Mr. AcHESoN with Mr. BREAZEALE.

Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania with Mr. BYRD.

Mr. BepE with Mr. CRowLEY.

Mr. BinogaAM with Mr. TAYLOR.

Mr. Gaises of West Virginia with Mr. GARBER.
Mr. HiLpEBRANT with Mr, Davis of Florida.
Mr. Brooks with Mr. DICKERMAN.

Mr. VAx VoorHIs with Mr. WynNnN.

Mr. DAvipson with Mr. McDERMOTT.

Mr, Coorer of Wisconsin with Mr. BRUNDIDGE.




For this vote: 4 NAYS—142.
Mr. SovrEWICE with Mr. SOUTHALL. ﬁ“{f“ gﬂ:gglt Irj},”f lage ggepP
Mr. Bapcock with Mr. BANKHEAD. ERE L' udenslager erle
illespi ki
Mr. DraPER with Mr. FINLEY. B?:m gou?gpene iﬂ:?&nggews Slms
Mr, Apams of Wisconsin with Mr. Cro¥FT. Beall, Tex. Granger McLain Slayden
Mr. THOMAS of Towa with Mr. F'ITZPATRICK. ﬁ:ﬂﬁ?l' an E:&E%x e Ky.
Mr. HARDWICKE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- | genton Hamlin Mahon Smith, Tex.
man from West Virginia, Mr. Woobyarp, and I desire to with- | RBonynge Hardwick Marshall Snook
draw my vote and answer “ present.” Bowie Haskins Maynard Southall
y p Brnntle:r Haugen Moon, Tenn Spalding
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a | Brownlow Ha. Otjen Sparkman
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the Bur E:nm i gaa.dgett Egla%lll:y
thtord time, and passed. Bu:d Hill ryh’c[lss Pa%teerson. N.C. 8tephens, Tex.
n motion of Mr. Hurr, a motion to reconsider the vote by Cs.!dwell Hitcheock Patterson, Pa. Sullivan, Mass.
which the bill as amended was passed was laid on the table. lgudllerham }{Iopkéns ginckney %‘;}a&ﬁn
‘assing i HTouston ou
WILLIAM W. SMITH. Clark Howard Pujo Taylor
The SPEAKER lald beforo the Houso th bill (L . 4729) | Clffon o Hilsbiroys e iy nex. bt
granting an increase of pension to William W. Smith, with a | Gooper, Pa. =~ James TR e Tirrell =
Senate amendment thereto. Cooper, Tex. Johnson Rhea Townsend
The Senate amendment was read. e, S, V- g%"ﬁ:"g:gg o, Trivibie.
2 ehoe char ndiv
Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur | Havey, La. Kitchin, Claude  Rider Wachter
in the Senate amendment. Be Armond E%t?tﬂsn' Wm. W. %iﬁy }ggﬁ: i
The motion was agreed to. enny u i
Dickerman , Fla. Roberts Webb
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. Dinsmore %r Robinson, Ark.  Wile ,Ataiu
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | poigierty Fosare ponsan, A, e,
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the | Finley Lewlis Russell Wynn
state of the Union for consideration of the bill (H. R. 17474) | Fitzgerald Little - lsl L Zenor
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses | 51004 Ei;f;g:f;‘n e g
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—T.
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 20, | ,q0mson Cassel. Jackson, Ohlo Sherman
1906, and for other purposes. Bartholdt Cromer Jenkins
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, this is the day that, under the NOT VOTING—123.
rules, belongs to war claims; and I ask unanimous consent that ighmnl’m grxyton !éll%ehrant gtlls
next Tuesday be substituted for this day for that purpose. ams, on almer
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 4lcxander Posgan D N e | posctan; Tenn.
mes Dovener, Hughes, W, Va. Pearre
‘ManonN] asks unanimous consent to substitute next Tuesday | Babeock Draper Humphrey, \Yssh Plerce
for to-day for the consideration of war claims. Dadger. Dresstel;l ‘}I( at;lichson. {’,g:grr;. ﬁgu
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, at this stage of the session, the | falkhead ot e bl
20th day of January, and with so little time before us, I do not g: ham F{tz atriek {:mm % Iﬁﬂbﬂrt&ém. La.
irdsall Flac! amar, Mo. upper
(tﬂh;?mlfswe ought to farm out the time in advance for private St Fos:er' {;1}_ }: b 3{3’ E‘?ﬁg Ifck Eﬁ“ Seh
2 ; o
Mr. MAHON. I will say to the gentleman from New York | Lreazeale Fowler Lester’ . Slemp
[Mr. Payne] that if the House has any appropriation bills on | Brick Eﬂ!nlﬂl Hng Egﬁ:h, I;T.kY.
hand next Tuesday we will fix another day. Brooks Einee, Ll il e
L Rroussard Gaines, W. Va. Lorimer Steenerson
Mr. PAYNE. There are plenty of appropriation bills ready. | Brown, Pa. Garber Lovering Sterling
and the House has sent over the impeachment case to the Sen- | Brundidge Gardner, Mass. Mcgin'thy . gu{llvan, N. Y.
ate, and we ought to get the bills over to the Senate as soon as | Durkett Gardner, Mich.  McCleary, Minn. Eulzer
Burnett Gardner, N. J. McDermott Tate
possible. I ar]nn;lﬁwilggg to git}'e my eogieut- : e Burton Glass McNary | Thomas, C:ihlo
- The SPEA . e gentleman m ew or . | Butler, Mo. oldfogle eyer, La. nderwoo
PAYNE] objects. The question is now on the motion of the gen- | Butler, Fa. Qooch %{g‘; Ind. il i)
tleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], that the House resolve | Cochran, Mo. Griffith Mondell Janger )
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | Connell Griggs Moon.lPa- gairnock
Union for the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. :jk‘gﬁ}w“' it el o rrell flev. N T
The question vls]ms tzigen, and the Speaker announced that the Dan}g[s gan-lston' gurlclock wulsont. N. Y
ayes seemed to have Davidson ears evin T
Dayvis, Fla. Hemenway Olmsted

Mr. MAHON. Division.

- The House divided; and there were—ayes 104, noes 90.
Mr. MAHON. Tellers.
Mr. MACON. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote.

So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole House on

the state of the Union was rejected.

The following additional pairs were announced:

The yeas and nays were ordered.
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 142,
answered “ present” T, not voting 123, as follows:

YEAS—112,

Adams, Wis. Evans Knowland Scott
Alien Fordney Kyle Shiras
Bates Foss Lacey Sible
Beldler Fuller Lawrence SBmith, I11
Bisho Gillet, N. Y. Lilley Smith, Towa
Doutell Gillett, Cal. Littauer, Smjth Samuel W.
Bowersock Gillett, Mass, Littlefield Smith, Wm. Alden
Brandegee Goebel Lnnﬁwor.h Smith, Pa.
Brown, Wis. Greene Snapp
Buckman Hedge McCall Sonthard
Burke Henry, Conn. McCreary, Pa., Sperry
Burleigh Hepburn McLachlan Stafford
Calderhead Hermann McMorran Stevens,
Campbell Hill, Conn. Mann Sulloway
ggpmn giushaw %ar&:}] %“Ewney i

nner artin omas, Iowa
Cousins Hoﬁ Miller Volstead
Crumpacker Holliday Morgan Vreeland
Cutrier Howell, N. I. Needham Wadsworth
Curtis Howell, Utah Norris Warner
(‘ushman Hull Overstreet Watson
Dalzell Hunter Parker ‘Webber
Darragh Jones, Wash, Payne eems
Davis, Minn. Kennedy Perkins Willlamson
Deemer Ketcham Porter ‘Wilson, IIL
Driscoll. Kinkaid Prince Wood
Dunwell Knap? Reeder Woodyard
Dwight Knop! Rodenberg Young

On this vote:

Mr, BixcHAM with Mr. GRIFFITH.

Mr. BmgpsaLr with Mr. BowERs.

Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr. CocHrAN of Missourl.

Mr. WaNGER with Mr. ADAMSON.

Mr. Powers of Massachusetts with Mr. LESTER.

Mr. BurtoN with Mr. Lixp.

Mr. BaBcock with Mr. BANKHEAD,

Mr. DraPER with Mr. WEISSE.

For balance of the day:

Mr. Garprer of Michigan with Mr. GoocH.

Mr. SouvrEWICK with Mr. HARRISON.

Mr. BRADLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if I am re-
corded.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded.

Mr. BRADLEY. I desire to vote,

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and giving at-
tention when his name should bave been called?

Mr. BRADLEY. I was not in the House at the time.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the gentleman can not be
recorded.

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded.

ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew the

request that was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania—
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that Tuesday next be fixed for war eclaims, to be substituted for

to-day. £k

Mr. MAHON. That is satisfactory to me.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that Tuesday next be substituted for to-day.

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand the request, it is that Tuesday
be substituted for to-day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

INDIAN APPREOPEIATION BILL.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I again move that the
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the Indian
appropriation bill.

The motion was to.

Mr, SHERMAN. I would like to make some arrangement
with the gentleman from Texas as to general debate. How
much time does the gentleman from Texas desire to devote to
general debate?

. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have application for but one
hour and a half.

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that general de-
bate be limited to an hour and thirty minutes.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. On each side?

Mr. SHERMAN. For both sides. You take one hour and
we will take half an hour,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not like to agree to that, be-
cagsfrl already have applications on this side for an hour and
a half. .

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood the gentleman to say that he
desired one hour. Now, I make the request that the time for
general debate be limited to two hours—one hour and a half to
be consumed by the gentleman from Texas, and half an hour by
myself.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not know that we will need
that much.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think we will need half an hour.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that general debate be limited to two hours. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Currier in the
chair.

The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
Indian appropriation bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the first reading of the bill

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is the bill which carries
appropriations for the support of the so-called  nation’s wards ”
and to fulfill the so-called * treaty stipulations” we have made
with them.

The bill carries, In round figures, two and a gquarter million
dollars less than the bill of last year. The report shows in de-
tail precisely where there have been increases, which are very
few, and where the great decreases occur from last year’s bill
I will not go into details in reference to them. Any gentleman
desiring to analyze them can find them fully set forth in the

rt.

I will make a general statement in reference fo the Indians.
There are now about 170,000 of them in the United States, ex-
clusive of the Indian Territory and the New York Indians, and
they occupy fifty-seven reservations, covering 55,000,000 acres
of land. The Indians in the Territory number, including freed-
men, about 85,000, and occupy, in round figures, about 19,000,000
acres of land.

The New York Indians number about 5,000, occupying eight
reservations, covering about 5,000 acres of land. Of the Indians
about 75,000 have received separate allotments of land and have
become citizens.

Great progress has been made toward the solution of what has
been ealled the Indian problem. It has been made in the main
through the education of the Indians, and, secondly, their en-
forced labor. Some three or four years ago the Indian Bureau
instituted a reform in the distribution of rations. That reform
was along the line of paying the Indians for performing work
for the Government, out of the moneys appropriated for their
support, rather than to provide a ration to support them in idle-
ness. Under the working out of this plan almost one-fourth of
the nearly $1,000,000 appropriated for the Sioux is now paid for
their labor, which makes them in that regard self-supporting,

and of course elevates them and makes them better fitted for
citizenship, which, of course, is the ultimate goal striven for by
all who desire to see the Indians eventually taken from the posi-
tion of mendicants or of people depending entirely upon the
charity of the Government. :

We have also followed out in this bill, to a very limited ex-
tent—because the policy had been pursued so far heretofore that
it was not possible to take it much further this year—the plan
of doing away with agencies and placing the Indians under the
charge of superintendents of local schools, these superintendents
giving bond. The number of agencies has decreased within half
a dozen years fully one-half in the pursumance of this policy,
which reduces the expense to the Government and, besides, gives
us continuous service of an officer. Continuity is a matter of
considerable consequence in dealing with the Indians, as every-
body who is at all familiar with them knows.

They become accustomed to an individual and acquire confi-
dence in him, and any man who has been dealing with the In-
dians for four or five years Is much more effective in that posi-
tion than any new man can be when he first occupies a posi-
tion of authority over them, no matter how much ability he may
have. The bonded superintendent on the average occuples his
position for nine or ten years, while the agent, holding a pesi-
tion outside of the civil service, a position which is properly
termed a political one, was accustomed to fill the position ordi-
narily on an average not more than four years. So we have fol-
lowed out that policy in the framing of this bill.

We have increased somewhat the appropriation for education,
and, as I said a moment ago, the money that we have expended,
substantially all a gratuity, in the education of the Indians
throughout the country has been, in my judgment, exceedingly
well expended. We have now nearly 30,000 Indian pupils en-
rolled in the Government schools throughout the country and
an average attendance of substantially something over 80 per
cent of the enrollment. The expense to the Government is
something over $3,000,000.

In the bill there are several items which are obnoxious to the
rule that we can not legislate upon an Indian appropriation
bill. These items have all been considered by the committee and
have been regarded of sufficient consequence to warrant their
insertion in the bill, with the expectation that the committee
and the House will see the necessity for them and will probably
permit the committee to override the rule to the extent of in-
corporating them here, so that the legislation may be certain to
be enacted during this Congress.

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is substantially all T eare to say
in reference to the bill. There are various items about which
Members of the House will quite likely desire a specific explana-
tion, and some member of the committee will attempt to supply
that when those several items are reached.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
ask the gentleman a question.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Indiana?

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like to ask the gen-
tleman at this time what progress has been made by the com-
mittee, if any, as shown by any provision in the bill, toward the
abolition of the Dawes Commission?

Mr. SHERMAN. This Commission was abolished, or rather
provision was made for its abolition, in the last appropriation
bill. The provision was that the Commission should cease to
exist on the 1st of July, 1905, and it will cease to exlist at that
time. We do provide in this bill that the powers heretofore
granted to the Dawes Commission shall be exercised by the
Secretary of the Interior until all that remains to be done has
been finished. The work is very largely completed, anyway.

Mr. FITZGERALD., Will the gentleman from New York per-
mit me to interrupt him? .

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. 1 would like some explanation of the
provision in the bill, considered in committee at a time when I
was not present, In relation to the opening 6f the mineral lands
on the Indian reservations.

Mr. SHERMAN. On what page is the provision in the bill?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Page 29.

Mr. SHERMAN. What was the gentleman’s request? .

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for some statement about tha
provision, as it is one that I am opposed to. It is a provision
against which I have in the past interposed objection, and I
would like some statement explaining the action of the com-
mittee.

I wish to call attention to this fact, that, in the first place, the
opening of mineral lands under the mineral laws of the United

' States makes no provision for the payment to the Indians the
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moneys that they should receive for the taking of these lands on
the reservation. In the second place, it is my opinion that, as a
general thing;, permission to go in and prospect on these reserva-
tions might be the occasion of a great deal of trouble on the
reservation.

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague undoubtedly remembers that
he and I do not differ in reference to this proposition, and I pre-
fer that some other than myself should state the reasons for
this insertion in the bill, because I voted against its insertion,
and I might be open to the criticism that I did not properly pre-
sent the reason for its incorporation.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to make the inquiry for this pur-
pose. As I said, the provision was considered at a session of
the committee when I was not present. If I had been there, I
would have made a point of order against it.

Mr. SHERMAN. My opinion is that it is subject to a point of
order if any Member wishes to make it.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Unless somebody can satisfy me that it
ought to be incorporated in the bill, I shall be compelled to make
the point of order here.

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield now to the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. LAcEY].

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish briefly in this connec-
tion to call the attention of the House, and so much of the
country as feels an interest in the various questions growing out
of the Indian affairs, to the progress that has been made in the
last eight or ten years In Indian legislation. The preparation
and passage of what is known as the Curtis Act in the Indian
Territory marks a new era in Indian legislation. It was the
first great step toward dividing the Indians, separating them,
giving them citizenship, giving them the individual ownership of
their lands, and I think in due time,\ and perhaps in the very
early future, giving to them their separate shares of the money
that is in the Treasury to the credit of the tribes.

It should be the policy of the Government to give employment'

to the Indians in work upon the various irrigation projects in
the arid regions of the West, and this policy is being followed
as far as practicable, Civilization goes hand in hand with work.

The Indian does not fear hardship, but his training as a
hunter has led him to dislike all forms of what he regards as
ir;elnial employment. The toils of war and the chase are his de-

ght.

The segregation of his land and the enjoyment of individual
ownership will constitute inducements to imitation of his white
neighbors in the tilling of the soil.

Ultimately, and in the not remote future, the money held in
trust by the Government for the Indian tribes should be dis-
tributed among the individuals, and the tribes fully and com-
pletely disbanded. This will involve some delay. but steady
progress should continue in that direction until all tribal rela-
tions are broken up and the Indian people become fully min-
gled in the mass of our citizenship.

The progress of our Indian legislation has been in the face of

. difficulties which are not understood by most of those Members
who have not been connected with the Indian Committee.

Every advance in this legislation has been in the face of
many obstacles.

I have regarded the Curtis Act as a landmark in our history.
The first work that I was called upon to perform in the Indian
Committee was the investigation of the subject of that bill

A subcommittee of five Senators and five Representatives had
this bill in charge. It related to the adjustment of the affairs
‘of the Five Civilized Tribes of the Indian Territory, and the
object in view was to prepare those Indians for full citizenship
and to break up their tribal organization and dissolve their
relations as wards of the nation.

In the investigation of these questions we would find our-
selves confronted with a treaty obligation; turning aside from
this obstacle, we would be brought up against a law passed by
a tribal legislature. When such difficulty could not be other-
wise avoided the Gordian knot would be cut directly by the
terms of the bill. But it was a tangled web and full of all
sorts of intricacies.

But the law was passed and the Dawes Commission under-
took the delicate and difficult task involved in its administra-
tion. The 30th day of June, 1905, has been fixed for the disso-
lution of that Commission, and the great bulk of the work will
be done by that time, and in the main well done,

I wish to congratulate my colleague on the committee [Mr.
CurTis], whose name has become attached to that legislation
through the great part that he took in its preparation.

He is entitled to the thanks of every person of the aboriginal
blood in the Indian Territory—yes, in the whole United States.

The good work should continue until there shall be no longer
any such question to vex and disturb our people.

With the fast-disappearing game life upon the plains and in
the mountains in all the lands occupied by the Indians it be-
comes from day to day more evident that the Indian must
either farm or starve or become a pauper, wholly supported by
the Government of the United States. Ile has long been partly
supported by Government aid. He and his family have been
gathered together in reservations, herded there, kept in a state
of partial mendicancy, but the steady progress of recent legis-
lation has been to break up this system, to have each Indian
take his land in severalty, to teach him to farm it, and make a
citizen of him.

The progress that has been made is encouraging. In some
localities it has not been as satisfactory as the friends of this
system would like to have seen it, but there has been a steady
growth from year to year in the direction of individualism. We
have in New Mexico a peculiar situation. The ownership of the
lands is in the pueblo or tribe. The head man has In times past
allotted to the various Indians in severalty for the use of fami-
lies various tracts of land, being nearly all subject to irrigation.
They have made steady progress under that system. These par-
ticular Indians were in a very advanced condition when America
was discovered.

Very recently the supreme court of the Territory of New
Mexico has determined that these tribal lands are subject to
taxation and that the tribe should pay taxes on the lands which
they are farming in this way. In this bill we have put in a pro-
vision exempting them until such time as Congress shall grant
permission to tax them. There is no reason why these particu-
lar Indians should pay taxes on their land any more than
where the lands are held by the other tribes in the United
States.

The Indians from New Mexico holding their grants from the
Crown of Spain, having a different title, it was held that their
title is one that does not come from our Government and that,
therefore, it is subject to taxation the same as any other Span-
ish land grant. Those Indians have set a good example to their
brethren upon the plains and in the mountains elsewhere in
their habits of industry. A visit to Zuoni, Taos, Cochiti, La-
guna, or Acoma is one of the most interesting and instructive
that can be made in this hemisphere. I am giad to be able to
say that the general course of the Indian-has been for some
years now in a direction of uplifting. The system of industrial
schools, in which they are taught all of the various trades and
taught how to farm, has made progress—slow progress, it is
true, because we have had to deal with a condition of things:
that existed for hundreds or thousands of years; but the prog-
ress has been steady, and I see no reason why, in a reasonably
short time in the future, that these people may not be swal-
lowed up in the general mass of our population. There is no
more reason why the intelligent Indian should be herded off
and kept separate than there is for us to take the Germans or
our Irish citizens and endeavor to keep them separate and make
them continue to be Germans and Irish for generation after
generation, but we should steadily mingle these Indians with
the white population and have their allotments so set apart to
them that they will have white neighbors, whom they may copy
and whom they may emulate in their industrial progress. There
are still less than 300,000 Indians in the United States. It is
questionable whether there were more than 250,000 or 300,000
Indians in the territory now occupied by this Republic when
Capt. John Smith settled at the mouth of the James. The
probability is that there were not more than that many Indians
living at that time; so that the apprehension that the Indian
race is going to die out is one that is without foundation, but
there is every reason for believing that the Indians will mingle
with the white race and be lost in the great tide of our growing
population. In Virginia the descendants of Pocahontas are
proud of their Indian ancestry. There are in this House at
least two, perhaps three, Members who trace their ancestry
back to the Indian tribes of this country and are proud of their
ancestry. The Indian race is a noble race, one of the greatest
races upon the face of the earth in its natural intelligence.
Their intelligence is of a high degree. They have been trained
by the hardships of hunting life, by the difficulties of their vari-
ous tribal organizations, trained to be keen hunters, to be brave
w;a}'lrriors—ln short, trained in everything except the drudgery
0! e.

But with the high intelligence that the Indian naturally has
he can adapt himself to the new conditions with which he is
confronted. I believe that if we follow the policy which has
been inaugurated within the last ten or twelve years, and which
the members of the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House
and in the Senate have supported, within a generation there
will be no Indian problem, no Indian question of any magni-
tude. I only halt the debate on this bill, Mr, Chairman, long
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enough to call the attention of this House to this steady prog-
ress, and to invite their further attention to the new legislation
upon this bill and the legislation of the past that Las come
from the Committee on Indian Affairs and which has worked
so well thus far,

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question? X

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, LACEY. Yes.

Mr. BAKER. I understood the gentleman to say that in a
very short period of years—a generation—it is his judgment
there will be no Indian problem. Does the gentleman mean
there will be no Indian problem separate and distinet from the
industrial problem, the poverty problem, among-the people of
the United States?

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, that brings up a suggestion
which I desire to commend to my friend the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Baxer]. I visited the pueblo of Cochiti, in
New Mexico, a year or so ago. I had been under the impres-
slon that the gentleman’s plan of community land and single
tax was in operation out there in the tribal relations of that
pueblo on the Rio Grande. When I got into the little town of
Cochiti I saw them thrashing wheat. They were thrashing
and winnowing it out as Abraham did.

There was a floor and the wheat was being stamped out by
horses. I went up and inquired if anyone spoke English. One
man said he did. Said I, * Where did you learn it?"” *“At Car-
lisle.” *“ 1 suppose this is the wheat belonging to the town—to
the pueblo of Cochiti?” * Ob, no, this is Antonio’s wheat. An-
tonio stands over there.” * Why, you are all thrashing this
wheat, and I supposed it belonged to the community.” * Oh, no,
this is Antonio’s.” * Where did Antonio raise this wheat?”’
“Across the river.” *“On what land?” “On his land.”
“ Where did be get it?” * He got it from his father.” * Where
did he get it?” *“He got it from his grandfather.” * Where
did he get it?” *“ He got it from his great-grandfather.” “And
where did he get it?” My informant scratched his head and
said: “I think the head man gave it to him.”

In short, I found that instead of following the communal sys-
tem they were drifting away from it, and when my friend thinks
the communsal system is original, I want to call his attention to
this and say it is aboriginal, and even the aborigines are getting
away from the system of socialism and communal property, and
I commend the example of Cochiti to my friend from New York
as an interesting object lesson which will be of great use to
him if he will bend his attention to the subject in that direction.
[Applause.]

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has five minutes
more and I hope he will use part of it, at least, in further eluci-
dating this subject. But, first, I want to say the gentleman has
followed a very common practice; he simply sets up a bogie and
then knocks it down. The gentleman has never heard me say
one word upon this floor that I am In favor of communal pro-
duetion, and therefore, when he says I am in favor of the com-
munal plan, i. e., of the community acting together in producing
wealth and equally distributing that wealth among its members,
he Is saying something or he is drawing a deduction from my
language for which there is no basis whatever. On the contrary,
I have insisted that the proper system of production and ex-
change is that the individual shall have the freest opportunity
to utilize himself to the full extent of his powers, and that be
shall retain every dollar's worth of the results of his labor.
Now, Mr, Chairman, the communal system, so far as it applies
to this matter, is simply this, that the fund which the com-
munity creates, the value which is given the land by the pres-
ence of the population, by the activities of the population, by
all the inventions that have been made, by improvements in
transportation and exchange, that value is a communal value
and should be taken for communal purposes. That is not saying
that the individual’s product created upon the land should
be taken for communal purposes. I think the gentleman will see
the distinction.

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman, then, as I understand, draws a
distinetion between taking away the fruits of a man’s labor on
land and taking away the land itself from him?

Mr. BAKER. I draw a very great distinction, Mr. Chairman,
between taking from the individual that which he has created
and taking In taxation that fund which all create. Surely the
gentleman himself will admit that is a very clear distinction.

Mr. LACEY. Now, I do not know whether the gentleman
suggests that as a question directed to me or not, but I am
glad he has had an opportunity to draw some distinction be-
tween his position as I heretofore understood it and as he ex-
plains it now.

TMHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
exp

Mr. SHERMAN. Do you wish any more time?

Mr. LACEY. No. ]

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I re-
maining?

InThe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has five minutes remain-

g.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Curris having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate,
by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate
had passed without amendment bill of the following title:

H. R. 17100. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across Sunflower River, in Sharkey County, Miss.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con-
currence of the House of Representatives was requested :

8.6522. An act to enable independent school district No. 12,
Rosean County, Minn., to purchase certain lands;

S. 6088. An act authorizing the closing of part of an alley in
square No. 733, in the city of Washington, D. C.;

8. 5768. An act to provide for an additional judge of the dis-
trict court of the United States for the district of New Jersey ;

8.5174. An act to provide for the erection of a beacon light
near Fair Point, in Pensacola Bay, in the State of Florida;

S.4778. An act for the relief of Pay Inspector B. B. Rogers,
United States Navy; .

8. 852. An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State
of Maryland ; ;

8. Res. 88. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War
to furnish a condemned cannon to the board of regents of the
University of Minnesota, at Minneapolis, Minn., to be placed on
campus as a memorial to students of said university who served
in Spanish war;

S. Res. 92. Joint resolution authorizing the President to ex-
tend to the International Prison Congress an invitation to hold
thsil eighth international prison congress in the United States;
an :
8. 5997. An act authorizing the President to nominate and
appoint Willinm L. Patterson a second lieutenant in the United
States Army. e

The message also announced that the President pro tempore
has appointed Mr. Burrows and Mr. BArLEy as the tellers on the
part of the Senate to count the electoral votes for President and
Vice-President of the United States.

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted
upon its umendment to the bill (H. R. 8460) providing for the
transfer of forest reserves from the Department of the Interior
to the Department of Agriculture, disagreed to by the House of
Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
had appointed Mr. PEggixs, Mr. KrrTrREDGE, and Mr. GiesoN as
the conferees on the part of the Senate.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
StePHERS] now proceed? I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas., I yield thirty minutes to the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENoR].

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to occupy the
thirty minutes in a general discussion of the general provisions
of this bill, but more particularly to call the attention of Mem-
bers of the House to certain provisions of the bill which I think
should be stricken out when the bill is placed upon its passage,
and it is more particularly to call the attention of Members of
the House to the reason why I think those provisions should go
out of the bill. As to the general provisions of the bill, they are
along the lines that have usually been followed by the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs, and the bill carries $7,254,206.02,
which is about $2,654,274.23 less than was carried by the same
bill one year ago. As has been suggested by the chairman of
the committee, as well as my colleague, the gentleman from
Iowa [Mr. Lacey], under the policy that was inaugurated by
the Indian department some twelve years ago there has been
a constant trend in the legislation upon the subject of appro-
priations in reference to agencies in reservations to reduce the
number of agents and thereby curtail the expenses of this de-
partment of the Government. As was suggested by the chair-
man of the committee some years ago, there were, and there are
now, about 150 reservations, which are occupied by about 180,000
Indians, excepting New York and the Indian Térritory, and
there is an Indian population of about 272,000 In the different
States and Territories of the Union.
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Some ten years ago we appropriated to maintain abotit fifty-

seven agents or agencies upon the different reservations. I say
that the trend and policy of the Indian Department has been to
reduce the number, and for reasons that have been frequently
given by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and approved by
the Secretary of the Interior. As has been suggested by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], by the institution of schools,
both day schools, mission schools, and the nonreservation
schools, the policy has been to inaugurate a system of educa-
tion of the Indians upon these different reservations. Also
training schools have been instituted for the purpose of im-
parting knowledge to the Indiams with reference to agriculture
and farming. And these schools have been conducted in a
manner that is very successful, and there is no doubt but that
in the last ten or twelve years under the careful manage-
ment of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs they have made
wonderful progress in all methods and developments in the
way of farming and agriculture.

In looking over this bill it will be found on page 2 that there
is provision for the appointment of an agency in South Dukota.
at a salary of $1,600; also at the Lower Brule Agency, S.
Dak., at $1,400; and upon page 3 of the bill is incorporated
a pmvlsion for an agency in South Dakota at $1,500 and at
Yankton, 8. Dak., at $1,600. These four different agencies carry
about $6,100 appropriation in the aggregate for the maintenance
and support of the agent at each of the different places. As the
bill now stands, there are geven agencies in the State of South
Dakeota. It occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that along the line of
retrenchment and reform, and for the benefit of the Indians of
these reservations, these agencies should be abolished and placed
under the control of the superintendent of the schools, as all of
the agencies have schools upon the reservation. It has been
frequently recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, that there is no
longer any necessity for the maintenance of these agencies at
these four different reservations in South Dakota.

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs has gone even further
than that, and I believe that in November, 1901, he strongly
urged upon the Committee on Indian Affairs the abolishment of
the Bisseton Agency and the Yankton Agency, and gave as his
reasons for it that there were no duties to be performed by
the agents at those plages, at least no duties imposed that might
not be performed by the superintendent of the Indidn schools
of those reservations, and that these positions were simply re-
tained for political purposes and no other. He further said
that all of the Indians upon these Indian reservations were
civilized, and I believe they are citizens, and perhaps some are
constituents of my colleague from South Dakota. I am not
so certain about all of them, but I am sure that part of the
Indian population of South Dakota are citizens of the State.

Mr. LIND. All of them are.

Mr. ZENOR. They are perfectly civilized; as much so, at
least, as any of the different tribes of Indians in this country.
They are capable of conducting their own farming operations,
subject to such supervision as may be given them by the super-
intendent of the schools. And, as I say, the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs has from time to time suggested, and rather urged,
that these different agents should be dropped out of the appro-
priation bill. And at the present session of Congress, in the
original draft of this bill, there was no provision for either one
of these agents, but subsequently—at a time, perhaps, when I
was not present in the committee—they were incorporated in
the bill, earrying these salaries as I have indicated to the House,

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.

Zexor] yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr, BUurgE]?

Mr. ZENOR. rtainly.

Mr. BURKE. I know the gentleman does not wish to state
what is not the fact. The first print of the bill did contain a
provision for these agents.

Mr. ZENOR. The first print of the bill?
Mr. BURKE. Yes, sir.
Mr. ZENOR. I do not so recollect the first print of the bill.

Mr. BURKE. I will get the bill if the gentleman has
doubt as to the proposition.

Mr. ZENOR. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
Burke] may be right about that, but I do not think I am mis-
taken when I say that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has
requested that these agencies be dropped.

Mr. BURKE. While the gentleman is discussing that phase
of if, will he kindly refer to the section of the bill, or the pro-
vision in the bill, immediately following the statement mak-
ing ttlt]-; appraprmtlon for the different agents throughout the
coun

any

Mr. ZENOR. Why, there are several general appropriations
for that purpose.

Mr. BURKE. I am speaking of the provision that refers dl-
rectly to the appropriation. I refer to the provision that gives
the of the Interior the power, whenever in his dis-
cre:.iionthe may elect to do it, to designate a bonded superin-
tenden

Mr. ZENOR. It is true there is a provision in the bill that
authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to substitute in lieu of
an agent superintendents of the schools and put them under the
control of a bonded superintendent, but here is the trouble we
experience in carrying out this provision by the Commissioner
of Indian Affairs: The Committee on Appropriations make an
appropriation authorizing the appointment of an agent, and it
immediately’ brings up a contest in the locality. It is political
and it becomes a matter of controversy, and influenee and pres-
sure are brought to bear upon the Commissioner, and friends of
the agent in office appeal to him to retain the agent, and he
yields, and the result is he does not exercise the discretion, and
until this matter is dropped out of the appropriation bill there
will be this difficulty with reference to the system of making ap-
pointments. It is suggested that he may exercise the power
under this particular provision of the bill to transfer the duties
that are performed by the agent over to the superintendent of
the schools, but experience shows that after he has done this, in
every instance where he has attempted to exercise this discre-
tionary power, there immediately followed such a political con-
test in the localities of these reservations, fights made by poli-
ticians on the reservations and elsewhere, that it was annoying
to the superintendent and harassing to the superintendent put
in charge, and this was kept up to such an extent that finally
they brought about the reinstatement of the agent, not for the
good of the service, but to maintain some politician who could
not make a living elsewhere and to accommodate some gentle-
men whose interests demanded that they have them appointed.
Now, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs makes a suggestion
in reference to these matters. I want to read what the Com-
missioner says about the Yankton Agency.

TANETON AGENCY, B. DAK.

This has been a bone of contention for several years, and it
may not r to give the reasons actpating the ommissioner
of Indian in his recommendation for the abolishment of
agency and the establishment of a bonded superintendency.

U er date of November 11, 1901, a letter was nddrexsed the Secre-
of the Interior Gpon fhe report of United States Indian
Insrgector James E. Jenkins, who had recently made an elaborate re-
this reservation, tr.\ whh:h he stated :

“I would recommend that this resenatlon be placed In the ch
of rsfn crompt%tent bonded superlghende:;d with str mtrgc"l::hens In;ha.t nel
WOl or the Indians' independence self-s upport. an ugura-
tion of modern busmass methods management of the affairs of
the rescrvation.”

Mr. Jenkins tnrther stated that the Ismkhms are practically a
clvilized tribe and are a.llotmd all have good lan 't' in a very o8- .
perous section of the countr had the benefi mguo
and churches for the past t rtJ years, but that notwithstanding the.ir
advantages and present abilitles the Government persists In treating
them as uncivilized and unedueated bands of savages. Inspector Jenk-
nm. In a nutshell, phced before the Department what in the npln!on

b dn ing the Id m({aow Bo.f tr lwers mt%?[.:; in lhw ith
abandon old paren m control and ge w
mode.tn ideas and civilizing processes.

cgedwu 80 nba.ndonad, and the Commissioner of Indian Af-
lppoln James Sta.le , an old and experienced Indian school
and agency worker, to th Londed tendency. Mr. Staley en-
tered on duty Decembler 4, 1901, and in tlm face of repeated investiga-
tions and factional fights, made npon him by a coterie of Indian poli-
ticians om the rasm-vntiong satiﬁactorﬂ the duties of the
agency ooiuntﬂh!sdeath,w ch occurred on De-
cember 11, 1903. The better element of the reservation, beth white
and Indian, cordially supperted Mr. Staley in all his efforts for the
civilization and u bujld.l.ng of these Indians, both morally and physie-
ally and from a business standpoint. Repeated communications wm
sent to this office from the Indians of reservation begx.‘mg
insisting that the old spoils system be not commenced axa.lu on
reservation, and that Mr, Smley should be continued. Since his den.th
numberless communicat.lons have been sent to the Commissioner of

Indian Affairs that the agency and schools be taken out of

litics and contlnu on the strong business platform inaugura:

ug:n-lntendent Staley. Not only ha.va Indla.nn and whites requested
this, but many of the etrg;oyeea have united in urging upon the Com-
missioner the absolute irability of m:lt eppointing another agent
but of a bonded su &ertntend who would continue the poli-
cies Imaugurated by Mr. Staley, which, in their judgment, were the
proper ones for the civi on of these Indians.

In view of the facts and conditions surrounding the Yankton Agency
it seems eminently desirable that the bonded superintemdent be com-
tinued at this school and the agency not be reestablished.

This is what the Commissioner says in regard to the payment
of the agent and the maintenance of the Yankton Agency.
Now, let us see what he says about the Sisseton Agency.

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman say what is the date of
that communication?

Mr, ZENOR. November 11, 1901.

Mr. BURKE. Now, in order to be fair, what has since trans-
pired at that agency?
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Mr. ZENOR. I will call the attention of my colleague later
to that. I will get to it directly. Now, in reference to the
Sisseton Agency, which is surrounded by substantially the same
conditions, T want also to read for the information of the
Hmése what the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has said. T
read :

SISSETON, S. DAK.

Under date of March 19, 1901, the Commissloner of Indian Affalrs
reported to the Secretary of the Interlor that the Sisseton and Wah-
fe on Sioux, with a population of 1,871 sounls under the United States

ndlan agent for the ton Agency, 8. Dak., have had all of their
lands allotted except that which was reserved for schools, churches, and
agency purposes. ated practically at the agency, and within a mile
and a quarter of it, is the plant of the Sisseton Agency boarding school,
which has a capacity of 130 pupils. The Indians of the agency have
all been allotted, and their reservation i3 no longer laid out om the
map as such. The doties of the agent are simply the payment of cer-
tain annuities due these Indians and the oversight of the boarding
school located at the agency. There is cmiy one white agency em-
ployee, und that is the agent himself. All of the help received by the
afent in the discharge of his dnties have been derived from the school,
at which there are a superintendent, a school clerk, and other em-
ployees, all paid out of school funds. The principal duties, therefore,
of the agent, aside from the annunity payments, is merely educational,
and the time seemed to have arrived when the agency could be readily
abandoned and the educational Interests made paramount to all others.

The above reasoning was sufficient to induce the Secretary to au-
thorize the discontinnance of the agency, which was accordingly done
on May 8, 1901, b{ the appointment and qualification of a nded
superintendent, until July 1, 1902, when the agency again became op-
erative by reason of its reestablishment in the Indian appropriation
act for the fiscal year 1903.

Here is what the Indian Commissioner himself assigns as the
reason why they have reappointed agents, because the Indinn
Appropriation Committee incorporated a provision for an agent
in the bill:

Maj. C. B. Jackson was appointed as Indian agent and entered on
daty July 1, 1902, Mr. McArthur was subsequently transferred and
the bonded superintendent discontinued for the time being.

The services of the agent being very'satisfactory to the Commissloner
of Indian Affairs, and in view of the fact that the Indians were all
allotted, and the duties of the ngnth}'rom the standpoint of an agent,
had become unnecessary; -that the bonded sll_?)erintendent could prop-
erly perform all of these duties without interference with the work of
the school, and in further view of the fact that Congress in its wisdom
had not provided any clerical, police, farming, or other force whatever
to assist the agent the conduct of afency affairs, and that in fact
the school funds were be used for clerical purposes at the agency,
that it seemed inconsistent with the idea of an agent to longer con-
tinue him under the condition .of affairs as set forth above. The agent
was the only agency emploLee at this agency. In making his annuity

ayments, in making up his cash accounts, and in the various other
gu{l of supervision over the adult Indians he was compelled to use
the school force, superintendent, clerks, and teachers. Indeed, a large
rtion of the work of the bonded superintendent was given to
clerical assistance to the agent. These Indians are allotted; they are
citizens of the State of SBouth Dakota. If the Government is ever io
withdraw the parental hand from them this seemed to be the proper
place to do so, and merely to retain a supervisory educational oversight
of them, aslde from paying the annuities due them under their treatr.
The agent has not a single power which a bonded superintendent could
not more effectively perform, and in fact more so, for the reason that
these Indians, being citizens, an agent coming from that section of the

country is naturally amenable to outside influences, which the experi-
gng? of those connected with Indian affairs show is not always for the
ndian.

Major Jackson, having performed the dutles of aﬁent. in the limited
here of such duties, has done v well, His vital interest in educa-
groua.l matters a]ilpee,led strongly to the Commissioner, who believed
that a change In his status would be of vast benefit to his effectiveness
as an Indian worker. There would then be more justification for the

use of school moneys to assist the bonded superintendent than there is
to assist the agent. While, of course, this may be techmical, neverthe-
less the broad distinction fs drawn between school and agency funds.
Major Jackson was communicated with and signified his wishes in the
matter., Therefore on October 3, 1903, the agency was recommended
for discontinuance and the duties devolved on the bonded superin-
tendent, and under the President's order Agent Jackson was made
bonded superintendent. Major Jackson accepted the appointment,
filed his bond, and the agency was abolished on January 1, 1904, on
which date Superintendent Jackson assumed control as such superin-
tendent. The ncy, therefore, being abandoned, mo agent can be
appointed until Congress has ngnln reauthorized the tBosth-m in the
next appropriation act, until which time it appears that legally the
bonded superi dency must exist.

And this is the provision in the appropriation bill referred to
by my friend from South Dakota.

The * President’'s order,” referred to above, Is the order of the Presl-
dent amending the civil-service rules and r%r}ulatlnns permitting agents
of experlence, whenever in the fudgment the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs the same is desirable, to be made bonded superintendents
at such agencies.

Not only have the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the
Secretary of the Interior heretofore made these recommenda-
tions and suggestions concerning the abolition of these agencies,
Mr. Chalrman, but in the hearings before the subcommittee in
the preparation of this appropriation bill at this session of Con-
gress we have the statement made by the Commissioner of In-
dian Affairs, Mr. Jones, who has just retired from that position.
In the hearings before the subcommittee upon the subject of
these agencies, Mr, SaeErMAN asked the following questions and
Commissioner Jones made the following replies thereto:

Mr. SHERMAN, Why should the Sisseton Agency go out?

Mr. Joxes. It should be placed in charge of the superintendent of
the school there. %

Mr. SHERMAN. Why should the Crow Creek Agency be omitted?

Mr. JoNEs. For the same reason as the Sisseton.

Mr. SBHERMAN. What about payments to be made to the Indians there?

Mr. JoxEs. There are but few payments to be made, and they will be
made exactly as before, except that the superintendent would make the

Fﬁly:ngts. :rmét Lt: be fBran!k wlllt.h ]ydo%e and laly ;‘ljzat 1 do not Ibeéie!;e
a e agent a wer Brule shou continu anyway. t
believe he E the man we want there, g o

Mr. SHErRMAN. What about the agency?

Mr. JoxEs. The agency ought to under the superintendent.

.ﬁr. SJHoxnxu%hor what ml:1 o‘;}? i 15 R, &

r. JONES. e same school ere a schoo ere, e Lower
Brule boarding school. %

Mr. SHERMAN. On the reservation?

Mr. JoNES. On the reservation.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then you recommend the discontinuance of the Crow
Creek, the Lower Brule, the Slsseton, and the Yankton agencies? It
seems to me that the Yankton Agency was ordered discontinued last
year.

Mr, Joxes. It was restored for political purposes last year. There
is a_school there.

Mr. SHERMAN. Are they all allotted ?

Mr. JoxES. Yes, sir; and all civilized; and some of them—most of

them, I think—are shrewd enough to conduct their own business as

well as most of us.
r.

HERMAN. What about payments to them? Do they recelve pay-

ments 7

Mr. JoNES. Not much; there are some.

Mr. BHERMAN. There is a reservation boarding school there, with a
good man as superintendent?

Mr. JONES. Yes, sir.

Mr. SHERMAN. And you advise that we discontinue these four agen-

cies?
Mr. JoNES. Yes, sir,

These are the agencies that I now suggest at the proper time,
when this bill is being considered under the five-minute rule, I
shall move to amend by siriking out, and that involves a mere
formal amendment in two other provisions of the bill.

Now, what are the facts in regard to the maintenance of
these different agencies? The Secretary of the Interior, in his
report for 1904, in very emphatic language indorses the policy
pursued by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs as to the aboli-
tion of these agencies as rapidly as possible and the transfer of
the duties thereof upon a bonded superintendent of the schools.
This policy has not only been very satisfactory, but eminently
successful since it was first inaugurated. We have reduced the
number of agents that have been supported by the Government
from fifty-seven ten years ago down to the present number of
twenty-two; and if these four agencies go out, as I believe they
ought to go, because of the reasons assigned by the Commis-
sioner of Indian Affairs, indorsed by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, that these agents are largely influenced and controlled by
political considerations and not by the best interests and ad-
vancement of the Indians under their control; if they are of no
benefit to the Indians and not needed by the present conditions
of the agencies, why carry an appropriation on this bill of some
$6,000 against the protest of the head of the Department having
charge and control of the different reservations of the Indians
of the different States and Territories of the Union?

Ordinarily a committee listens to and usually adopts the
suggestions made by the man in control of a Department.
Here are suggestions made by the man who largely controls and
shapes the policy of the Indian Department of our Government,
who not only sugests at the present time but who has here-
tofore frequently suggested the abolition of these agencies, and
yet it is insisted by the gentleman from South Dakota that all
these should be disregarded and these agencies perpetuated.
Let a committee of this House create an office and give a dis-
cretion to the head of a Department as to whether he shall
fill the office, and every Member of this House understands very
well the political pressure and the influences that will immedi-
ately be set in operation to fill that position, g0 that some one
may receive the salary provided by an appropriation bill
Where a position of this kind is open and the discretion is
placed in the head of a Department, it is very difficult for the
head of that Department to resist the Influences brought to bear
upon him, notwithstanding he knows and has suggested that
in instances like the ones now in gquestion it is not to the best
interest of the Government and to the best interest of the In-
dians to fill the position. This is the history of legislation.
Now, I say, in reference to this phase of the bill, that it has
"been the policy of the Government for the last ten or twelve
years to reduce these agencies, to withdraw the paternal hand
of the Government from the control of the Indians at these
agencies, and to place them under the influence of men holding
positions, not by virtue of political influence, but by virtue of
a civil-service examination and as the result of an examination
conducted with a view solely to ascertain the qualifications, the
fitness, and character of the men who ought to come in con-
tact with the Indians upon these reservations. This has been
the policy, reducing them down, as I say, from some fifty-seven
a few years ago to the present number of twenty-two.

. Now, as to the advancement of the best interest of the In-

dians, if the striking out of these agencies would in any man-
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ner harm or cripple the Indian service, I would be the last
man upon this floor to insist upon a proposition of that kind.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gen-
tleman from Kansas if be desires to yield any time upon his
side. ’

Mr. CURTIS. Not at present. ]

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then I yield thirty minutes to the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macox].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog-
nized for thirty minutes. ;

Mr., MACON. Mr. Chairman, from some cause there has al-
ways been a warm place in my heart for the Indian. In my
study of the early history of this country I became convinced
that he was a brave man, and hence must necessarily have been
honest. It is true that he contended against our forefathers
when they sought to develop this great country, but I believe
that with the lights before him he thonght he was right and
that he was honest and sincere in everything he did in that con-
test. He was wild and uncivilized, and therefore could not ap-
preciate conditions as civilized people could. He was driven
from his own land by our patriot fathers for the good of
humanity and Christianity.

Therefore I am in favor of legislation in his interest when-
ever it is just and honest. Not knowing myself whether or not
everything that has been presented to the House by the com-
mittee In this bill is just, I am going to conclude that the com-
mittee has been wise, that it has been careful in the prepara-
tion of it, and therefore support the measure as presented by
the committee, relying upon the integrity and judgment of its
members in the matter instead of my own, for I have not had
the time or the opportunity to delve into and study the guestion
so0 as to know whether or not every crossing of a “t" or dotting
of an “i* is the proper thing to have been done by the com-

mittee.

Bat, sir, it is not my purpose to dwell upon the Indian appro-
priation question at this time. I do not think it is necessary
for me to do so, and I do not know that I could add anything
whatever to the sum total of what shall be said in regard to the
measure. But, sir, there is a bill in the hands of the Committee
on Pensions that I had the honor of introducing in this House a
few days ago that I believe to be quite as just a proposition as
the one presented here in behalf of the Indian. I will read it,
with the permission of the committee. It is as follows:

A blll (H. B. 15742) to amend an act entitled “An act nting an In-
crease of pension to soldlers of the Mexican war in eargfn cases,” ap-
proved January b, 1893, q f
Be it enacted, eto., That an act entitled “An act granting an Increase

of pension to soldiers of the Mexican war In certain eases,” approved
January 5, 1893, be, and the same Is hereby, amended to read as fol-
lows, to wit: “ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby,
authorized and directed to increase the pension of every pensioner who
{s now on the rolls at $12 per month, on account of services in the Mex-
ican war, and who from age, accident, or disease is disabled for mannal
labor and Is In such circumstances that $12 per month are insufficient
to provide him with the necessarles of Ilfebeto $30 per month. That all
pensioners provided for In this act shall deemed to be disabled for
manual labor when they have attained the age of 70 years.”

You will observe that the bill seeks to give to these noble old
veterans $1 per day to provide themselves with the necessaries
of life where they are too poor, old, and feeble to provide them
for themselves. Certainly not an unreasonable request to ask a
great Government to bestow upon an old band of patriots. I
have also introduced four special bills in behalf of soldiers of
the Mexican war, and in each instance I have filed the affidavit
of the applieant in support of the bill. In each instance the affi-
davit has disclosed that the old soldier was past 70 years of
age—most of them past the three-quarter century mark—all in
feeble health and without a dollar of income except the $12 per
month paid them by the Government as a pension. One is to-
tally blind in one eye and nearly so in the other; one so deaf
that be can not hear an ordinary sound, and his deafness had its
incipiency in the Mexican war. I am happy to say that the Com-
mittee on Pensions has seen fit to report some of these bills fa-
vorably, recommending an increase from $12 to $20 per month.

In giving them the increase of §8 it has done a just thing. as
far as it has gone, and I applaud its action in connection there-
with. Applications for increase of pension for these old sol-
diers are coming in rapidly, and I am constrained to believe that
the number I have introduced would not be an unreasonable
number to attribute to the other 475 Members of the Fifty-eighth
Congress. Therefore, when you have multiplied the number of
Senators and Congressmen by four you will see that nearly 2,000
of these dear old men are knocking at the door of this Congress,
asking that justice be meted out to them for their valiant serv-
ices to their country in its hour of trouble and strife with Mexico.

Sir, my information is that there are only about 4,500 of them

left. Hence, you will see that a vast majority of the valiant
horde of volunteers that went to the front to fight for their coun-
try, and by whose valor we acguired territory out of which has
been carved a State that is destined to become the queen of all
the States of this Union of great States, have been called to
their reward. Yea, sir, their spirits have winged their flight to
the bosom of the God who gave them. Peace {o their ashes and
rest to their souls! [Applause.]

Yes, sir, the great State of Texas is certain to become one of
the grandest Commonwealths of the earth. [Applause.] Baut,
Mr. Chairman, it seems that whenever legislation is proposed in
this House by a Southern Congressman that will benefit some of
the peoples of the South, it is met with some sort of sectional
objection. I thought, when I introduced the bill increasing the
pension of the poor old Mexican soldier, who has reached the age
of three-score years and ten, destitute of worldly goods, and too
feeble in health to support himself by manual labor, while he
tottered upon the brink of the grave, that I had performed an
act that would meet with a hearty response in the deep recesses
of every heart of every Member of this body.

But, sir, strange as it may seem, I have heard the argument
advanced that the House would not pass my bill to increase the
pension of these old warriors because most of them live in the
South; that they were mostly Southern people. Mr. Chairman,
in my humble judgment the time has verily come when there
should be no North, no South, no East, or no West to this glo-
rious Union, except a North, South, East, and West to be loved,
by every patriotic son who claims this fair land as his home.
In the prosecution of our duties here as Congressmen we should
not know from whence we come. [Applause.] It should make
no difference where the money is to go or to whom it is to be
given, for wherever it goes or to whomsoever it is given it will
gzo to a loyal land and be given to worthy, patriotic citizens. -
[Applause.]

The only question that should control us in passing upon the
measure is, Is it a just one? What, Mr. Chairman, if this money
shonld go to the South? I ask the House in all earnesiness to
consider that proposition in all its phases. What has the South
done that she should be everlastingly and eternally condemned?
Has the South done nothing for the establishment of this grand
and glorions Government? Has she not poured much of her
heart’s blood into the channel of the prosperity of our common
country? Has she not lent a hand in the building up of its
most magnificent institutions? Has she not done much to
awake the world to the fact that man has a right to worship
God according to the dictates of his own conscience? Has she
not aided this country in its effort to impress upon monarchieal
governments everywhere that free institutions alone could exist
upon the Western Hemisphere? Did she have nothing to do
with the establishment of the independence and liberty that you
now enjoy? -

I point you to the unbiased history of America for an answer
to these questions. There you will find that some of its greatest
victories and most glorious achievements were wrung from the
hard hands of grim adversity and oppression by southern sons.
You will find that some of the highest seats in the council of the
earth’s greatest nation were occupied by southern statesmen.
You will find that our most eminent generals in all of our wars
prior to the unfortunate war between the States were given to
our common country by the South. You will find in every war
that this country has had with a foreign foe that southern pa-
triots have been in the thickest of the fight, and that their rich
red blood has stained every battlefield upon which they fought.
And, gentlemen, I swear to you that there never will be a strug-
gle in which this Government is pitted against another that the
South will not hasten to the front and be ready to freely spill
her blood again. [Applause.]

1t is true that the South did secede in 1861, but with the lights
before it at the time, with the conditions that surrounded it then,
I say with all the fervor of my nature that it had a right to
believe that it was doing what was best for its people; and when
viewed in the light of the recent secession of Panama from the
United States of Colombia, which seems to have met with the
approval of a large majority of the citizens of this country, both
North and South, I am doubly assured that the South had a right
to believe that the right of secession was hers.

She submitted her differences with the other States of the
Union to an arbitrament of the sword, and she did it in an open,
brave, and chivalrous manner. It was decreed that she should
be defeated in that contest. She accepted her defeat as a final-
ity, and at no time since the last gun was heard in the bloody
struggle between the States has she desired to raise a hand to
stain the flag of a united couniry. As one who sprang from
the loins of a soldier who fought for four years for the cause of
the South, and whose blood has been warmed by a southern
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sun from its earliest existence, I say to you, gentlemen, that I
am glad the war is over, and I am equally glad that this nation
was not dismembered. It is too grand and glorious an institu-
tion to be torn asunder, and my earnest prayer is that her citi-
zens will nevermore live in the past, but turn their faces toward
the future, and let us all work together to make this the most
united nation of the world, to make it a beacon light of peace,
happiness, and prosperity that will shine after we are gone to
light the way for posterity, even unto the end of time.

Mr. Chairman, with an earnestness that I can not find words
to describe, I say to the membership of this House from every
quarter of this Union that my heart’s desire is for a union of
our lakes and a union of our lands, a union of our hearts and a
union of our hands that no power on earth can sever; and for
the perpetuation of the grand old flag of this Union forever.
[Applause.] And while I express myself to you gentlemen as I
do, I want it distinctly understood that I have no apology to
offer for what my father and his gallant southern compatriots
did while they were battling for their rights as they saw them.

No one can say for a moment that the South in her conten-
tions for what she believed to be her rights ever sought to do
the North, the West, or the East any harm. She argued in leg-
islative halls and upon the hustings in defense of herself, and
throughout the bitter struggle between the States she waged
her part of the contest upon the ground of the preservation of
her own institutions, and not for the injury or destruction of

. the institutions of any other part of the Union. To have been
victorious would no doubt have been injurious for herself, but
human minds are not so constructed as to foretell those things
that will always be for the best. It is often the case that upon
bowed knee man appeals to his Maker for that that would be
injurious to him if he were to receive it. Perish the thought

" that we of the South are the enemies of any part of this Gov-
ernment or any of its peoples.

You might search the South from one end of it to the other
and you could not find a man who to-day would vote to sever
the Union. We who have the honor of representing her in
this body are here to join hands with you in legislating for the
whole country as though it were as one man, and in our civie
life we want to do the very cleanest and best things that can be
done for a common people and a common country.

Reverting again to the old Mexican soldier, I will say it is
true that out of the 4,500 that yet remain among us perhaps a
majority of them are living in the South, but many of them
have gone there since the war between the States. One of the
bills that I introduced to increase the pension of a Mexican sol-
dier is for the benefit of a good old soul who honors my native
county with his citizenship, but he volunteered for the Mexican
war from the State of Indiana, and came to Arkansas after the
civil war. Another of the bills introduced by me is for the ben-
efit of an Ohio volunteer. They went South to make their
homes among us, because we have a climate, a soil, and a so-
clety that is not surpassed by any community on earth, and
there is no question but what many of your constituents from
the North will ere long seek to make their homes in the South.

It stands with open arms, ready to receive them. Taken all
in all, the resources of the South are matchless, and men of
sense and progress, who now reside in other parts of the United
States, are rapidly discovering that fact and are making ready
to go in that direction.

Yes, many of the old soldiers that I seek to legislate for came
from different quarters of the Union to the South, yet they look
back to their old homes in the North, Bast, and West with fond
recollection, and expect you, who represent the States of their
nativity, to help me in my undertaking. God has seen fit to let
many of them reach the age of 70 years and more, but, for some
unknown reason, their health is broken, and they are without
means.

The bill provides that if they have an income sufficient to
maintain themselves, or are able to do so by manual labor, they
ghall receive no increase of pension under it

Mr. NORRIS. What is the rate provided for in the bill?

Mr. MACON. The bill provides for a dollar a day, $30 per
month. I thought a dollar a day would not be too much for
them.

Mr. NORRIS. Is it limited to those who have no income?

Mr. MACON. Yes; those who have not sufficient income to
provide them with the necessaries of life and who are disabled
fromm manual labor, either from age, accident, or disease. It
provides for no other class of them, and it strikes me as being
a most just cause.

Mr. NORRIS. Does not the bill fix some rate of income that
ghall still permit them to come in and receive this pension?

Mr. MACON. I will read that part of the bill to which the

gentleman refers, and allow it to answer his inquiry,
follows :

That the
and dizecten 15 Increase the DeRsoh of CYery Pessiont: whO 1 non oo
the rolls at $12 per month on account of services in the Mexican war,
and who, from age, accident, or di is disabled from manual labor
and is in such eircumstances that $12 per month are insufficient to
provide him with the necessaries of life, to $30 per month; that. all
pensioners provided for In this act shall be deemed to be disabled for
manual labor when they have attained the age of 70 years.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the
gentleman if he has any provision in his bill for increasing the
rate of pension for the widows of the Mexican soldiers?

Mr. MACON. None whatever.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does the gentleman not think their
pension ought to be increased along with the Mexican veterans?

Mr. MACON. Yes; I most sincerely and emphatically do.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I agree with the gentleman, and I
think they both ought to be increased.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does
not think he ought to be more specific in the income, and that he
ought to provide in the bill that a man who has an income not
exceeding a certain amount, or something of that kind, instead
of saying that it shall apply only to those for whom $12 is not
sufficient. .

Mr. MACON. If $12 per month would furnish them with
the necessaries of life, or if they had income sufficient to sup-
port them independent of a pension, I would not be asking for
an increase, and I know they are too patriotic to want the Gov-
ernment to give them anything they do not actually need. |

Mr. NORRIS. I want to suggest to the gentleman it wounld
be better for his bill to provide that it should apply to those
who had an income not exceeding two hundred, three hundred,
or four hundred dollars a year. X

Mr. MACON. I would certainly be glad to accept an amend-
ment of that kind to this bill. It will please me very much to
have the committee amend the bill in the manner suggested by
the gentleman. I am for any kind of a measure that will give
to these dear old patriots a comfortable support during the de-
clining years of their lives.

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. MACON. With pleasure.

Mr. CANDLER. I understand this provides for a horizontal
igclrles%e up to $30, if they have not a sufficient income on which

ve

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; that is correct.

Mr. CANDLER. It puts them all on the same basis?

Mr. MACON. Yes, sir; it measures them all by the same rule
exactly.

Mr. CANDLER. I understood you to state to the gentleman
from EKentucky [Mr. SMiTH] a moment ago that there was no
provision in the bill at all in reference to widows.

Mr. MACON. There is none, sir.

Mr. CANDLER. I would be very glad to see that included.
I am always for the widows.

Mr. MACON. No one could be more delighted with a clause
of that kind than I, sir; for I am also very partial to the grand
old women of these United States.

Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman confine his partiality
to the old women? .

Mr. MACON. I do not, sir; but they come first with me.
Nothing appeals to me so much as our grand old women who
have borne the burdens of life for many years and find them-
selves without comforts as they patiently tread its shady slope.

Mr. STANLEY. If the gentleman will permit another inter-
ruption, I will say I am heartily in favor of this bill. I believe
there is eften a great deal of necessity for taking care of the
widows of Mexican veterans. I have many meritorious cases
of that kind in my own district.

Mr. MACON. I will join hands right now with the gentle-
man from Kentucky in a measure for the increase of the pen-
sions of the widows of Mexican soldiers. I was asked by mem-
bers of the Association of Mexican Veterans of my district to
introduce this bill. Had the ladies requested me to introduce
a bill for them, I would have been glad to do so.

Mr. STANLEY. If the gentleman will permit me a question,
the ladies possibly have not an organization, and therefore it
is more important that they should be looked after because of
that fact. You remember at the last Congress, or the Fifty-
seventh Congress, an increase was granted to the old soldiers
from $8 to $12 per month. 1

Mr. MACON. Several years ago; yes, sir.-

Mr. CANDLER. And the widows were neglected then.

Mr. MACON. Yes, but I had nothing to do with it

Mr. CANDLER. And they only receive now $8 per month,

It is as
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while the men receive $12 per month. I can not for the life of
me see any reason for that, and I think at least they ought to
be put upon the same basis as the men, when they are depend-
ent.widows and must look after their own interests and their
own welfare. Therefore, I would suggest to the gentleman that
he seriously consider the including of widows as well as men.

Mr. MACON. I do not have to consider the matter. I am
ready right now to support a measure of that character, no
matter who introduces it, and if it is not introduced by any
other Member of this body, I expect to introduce it myself.

Mr. CANDLER. Knowing the chivalrous character of the
gentleman, I know he is always for the ladies.

Mr, MACON. Thank you, sir. Woman always comes first
with me. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to see so many Members
interested in this measure, and it strikes me that very little
argument in behalf of it ought to be necessary in order to en-
list the hearty sympathy and support of the entire membership
of this body. In a word, sir, it strikes me that the mere pres-
entation of the matter would be a sufficient argument in its
behalf, but it seems that we have many men of many ideas to
contend with here, and you are hardly through with answering
one objection before another presents itself. I have heard it
said that there would be some objection to my bill because if it
passed the Northern soldiers who served in the war between the
States would be asking for a similar measure. In reply to that
objection I will say, as one who represents a district that is
southern to the core, that if a bill is presented to this Congress
to grant worthy ex-Union soldiers who have reached the age of
70 years and who are disabled from accident, disease, or age,
who are destitute of an income sufficient to give them the neces-
saries of life, an increase of pension, it will receive my vote.
They fought under the same flag that waved above the gallant
heads of those who followed the Stars and Stripes in the con-
test against Mexico, and, believing that they were fighting for
a worthy cause when they fought for the preservation of this
Union and that they fought for what they believed to be right,
1 would not have the heart to vote against a measure that gave

them no more than enough to supply themselves with the neces-

aries of life when they were found to be in such destitute con-
dition as the old Mexican soldier for whom I plead. I have long
since come to the conclusion that we are all citizens of the same
nation and that we should all join hands and work for our com-
mon interests. [Applause.]

And I believe in that spirit of reciprocity that proclaims the
doctrine of * Do unto others as you would have them do unto
you.” Hence, if I ask you to vote to pension the men who
fought for the cause of the Union in the war against Mexico, I
certainly would not have it in my heart to refuse to aid you in
your effort to pension the ex-Union soldiers who followed the
flag in the war between the States. They followed the same
filag when they marched against Santa Ana that they did when
they marched against the South; hence I can not understand
how a distinction can be drawn. If you look at in any other
light, gentlemen, you are bound to be partisan.

I long for the speedy coming of the time when there will be
no partisanship rankling in the breast of any Member of this
House. I was pained the other day when I saw the question of
partisanship brought into the deliberations of this body upon a
question that was absolutely nonpartisan. I refer to the im-
peachment proceedings against Judge Swayne, of Florida. It
certainly had no partisan feature about it. It was simply a
plain question as to whether or not the Members of this Congress
believed that Judge Swayne had so conducted himself as that
he ought to be removed from the bench under the Constitution
and laws of the United States. That question alone ought to
have been considered by this body. But, sirs, an argument was
brought in here from one upon the outside, by letter, which
sought to control the membership of the House along partisan
lines. The letter referred to fairly bristled with the idea that
the Democratic Members of this House from Florida were trying
to impeach Judge Swayne solely upon the ground that he was a
Republican.

Do any of you believe that there is a southern Congressman
upon this floor who is so destitute of honor and integrity as that
he would present articles of impeachment against a Federal
judge upon the ground that he belonged to a party different
from the one to which he belonged? If so, gentlemen, then you
place a far lower estimate upon us than we place upon you.

Judge Trieber, who presides over the Federal court for the
eastern district of Arkansas, Is a Republican, and yet I account
him to be one of my best friends. He is an able judge and a
courteous gentleman, and I would no more vote for his im-
peachment than I would for the impeachment of the present
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court.

Gentlemen, I have referred to the recent impeachment pro-

ceedings for the sole purpose of showing how easily and yet
bow groundless a partisan feeling can be drawn into the con-
sideration of any matter before this House in order that I might
appeal to you not to allow any such feeling to enter into the con-
sideration of the bill to increase the pension of the Mexican
soldiers. If the bill passes and every one of the forty-five hun-
dred receives the benefits that accrue under it, it will only in-
crease the pension rolls $81,000, a sum which pales into insig-
nificance when measured by the valuable services rendered this
Government at oné of the most critical periods of its existence.

Gentlemen, let us vie with each other in giving these grand
old warriors and patriots the substantial increase of their pen-
sion to maintain them in their declining years. They did much
for their country. In their behalf I beg you to do a little for
them. [Loud applause.]

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman
from New York [Mr. FirzeErAaLp] stated some objedtions to that
part of this bill that refers to the opening of the mining lands
in some of the reservations. I do not think that is subject to
the objections raised by him or to a point of order, coming in
the connection in the bill as it does, and I hope the gentleman
will not raise the point of order when we come to discuss that
portion of the bill. That provision of the bill is found on page
29, and relates to opening Indian reservations, and is in this
language: '

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of
February 8, 1887, entitled “An act fo provide for the allotment of lands
in severalty to Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his judgment
are advantageous for agricultural and grazing purposes to be survefed
or resurveyed, for the purposes of sald act, and to complete the allot-
ment of the same, including the necessary clerical work incident thereto
in the fleld and in the Oice of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust
patents, so far as allotments shall have been selected under said act.

Mr. Chairman, this law provides that the agricultural and
grazing lands in any Indian reservation may be opened by order
of the President, and steps taken to allot the surplus lands
except the mineral lands. My amendment provides what shall
be done with the mineral land, and it would be germane because
the object, the purpose, and the intention of this act is to
open such Indian reservations as the President may in his
judgment see proper to open, and to allot the lands to the In-
dians when they desire it, and that the rest shall be so epened
for settlement that the Indians shall realize from it and re-
celve the amount of money arising from its sale. We dispose
of the grazing land and the agricultural land in the form of the
bill as drawn, but there is no disposition made of the mineral
lands. My amendment provides that the mineral lands shall
be disposed of under the mining laws of the United States.
The money arising from their sale when the final payment is
made is paid to the Indians.

If the point of order is sustained and the law remains as it
now is, the Indians will not receive anything for their mineral
lands. If my amendment becomes law they will get $5 per
acre for it, which is much more than they otherwise would
get. It would not only be a benefit to them in that direction,
but, Mr. Chairman, it would greatly benefit the Indians by pro-
viding employment for them in the mines that would be opened
upon and near their agency. Take, for instance, the arid
country in New Mexico and Arizona. They are worthless for
anything except for grazing purposes, and in many places a
mile square would not support one cow. I have in my mind,
Mr. Chairman, the Navaho Reservation, in the western part
of Arizona, and the Mescalero Reservation, in the eastern part
of New Mexico. These vast reservations contain a great
amount of desert mineral lands, upon which no grass grows;
hence they are not grazing lands. They are high uplands and
can not be irrigated, but they are known to contain valuable
minerals. The Indians have never used these lands for any
purpose; they have been unused since the dawn of creation,
and will so remain until the end of time, and unless they are
thrown open as mineral lands under the United States mining
laws as proposed by my bill and the amendment I have offered
to this bill they will remain undeveloped. There is no reason
why these vast resources should be locked up. As I said
before, the law provides for throwing open the agrieultural
and grazing lands; and I defy the gentleman from New York
to give a reason why we should not provide in the same bill
for opening the mineral lands.

All interests of the Indians are amply guarded In the last
clause of the section I have offered, and I will call attention
to the same, beginning at line 8 on page 80. There this lan- .
guage will be foupd:

The Secretary of the Interior shall, when practicable, secure from
Indian tribes possessing vested rights in reservations which contain
valnable mineral lands a relinquishment of such rights so far as the:
apply to said mineral lands, such relinguishment to be hg agreemen
subject to ratification by Congress, and the provislons of this act shall
be extended to such lands by proclamation of the President.
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Now, Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States must
first segregate the mineral lands from the reservations by
proclamation. That is the first part of the amendment. In
the latter part of the amendment it is provided that the Secre-
tary of the Interior shall make a treaty or cause treaties to be
made with the Indians, and that such treaty must not only be
made with the Indians, but it must be ratified by Congress.
Therefore I ask, How can the Indians be injured with all the
safeguards in the bill to prevent injury to them?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me?

AMr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I may be mistaken about
the purpose of this amendment. Does the tleman contend
that this merely directs the Secretary of the Interior to nego-
tiate for the relinquishment of the rights of the Indians, and to
submit the agreement which is made to Congress, and after
ratification "by Congress then to have the mineral lands opened
to entry and settlement?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is the plain language, be-
ginning with line 8 down to line 15.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the gentleman’s attention to the
fact that the amendment provides specifically that all mineral
lands sitnated within the boundaries of the Indian reservations
are to be declared opened for entry and settlement; and I
take it that under the decision in the Lone Wolf case that per-
haps Congress can really take the Indians from the Indian res-
ervations and restore those lands to the public domain, and that
that would be the effect of this amendment.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in reply I desire
to call the gentleman’s attention to this part of the amendment,
beginning in line 4:

The President shall, by iwoclumatlon, designate the reservations or
parts of reservations to which the act may properly apply, and said act
ghall be in force as to said reservations or parts of reservations from
and after the dates of such proclamations.

Before anything can be done the President must designate
the portions of the reservations that can be opened for mineral
purposes. Now, when this is done my amendment provides
that—

The Secretary of the Interior shall, when practicable, secure from
Indian tribes possessing vested rights In reservations which contain
valuable mineral lands a relinguishment of such rights so far as they
apply to said mineral lands, such reilna;llshment to be by agreement
subject to ratification t&Cangrm. and the provisions of Lgls act shall
be extended to such lands by proclamation of the President.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the géntleman from Texas believe
that any Indians have any vested right in any reservations?

Afr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is a legal question that the
President and the Secretary of the Interior must settle for
themselves, the President, of course, on the advice of the At-
torney-General, and In doing this they would be governed by
the treaties and laws ceding the lands to the Indian tribes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not the opinion of the gentleman
from Texas—I am not finding fault with it at all—that the
Indians have no vested rights in any reservation?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It is my opinion that in the case
of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory they do
have a vested right granted to them by treaties and patents
from the United States.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Outside of that.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Outside of that I know of none
that Congress can not divest under the authority of the Lone
Wolf case.

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman and I differ in that re-
spect. 1 believe they have vested rights in all of the reserva-
tions, either executive or otherwise.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman, then, disputes the
authority of the Lone Wolf case, decided by the Supreme Court
of the United States, in which it is held that Congress has the
right to dispose of these lands?

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the Lone Wolf case the United
States Supreme Court held that the United States Congress had
a right to deal with the property of the Indians as it saw fit, be-
cause Congress stood In the relationship of a guardian to a
ward; but through that opinion I read the belief of the court
that we must dispose of them in a proper way and that we
can not confiscate the property of the Indians. And I doubt
very much whether the Supreme Court will uphold an act such
as this, which takes from the Indians their rights in the mineral
lands and turns the mineral lands practically over to the public
domain and makes no provision. for any compensation to the
Indians, on the theory that they are being benefited by having
something of value taken from them.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, I will let the gentleman settle
his cantroversy as best he may with the Supreme Court in the
Lone Wolf case; but with reference to the Indians recelving
compensation, the gentleman certainly has not read the bill
nor listened to my argument favoring its adoption. The min-
ing laws of the United States provide that when a miner re-
ceives his patents for mineral lands from the United States he
must pay $5 an acre for the land, and that money is paid to
the Indians.

Mr, FITZGERALD. This says that these lands—
gelggzﬂn; deglag to be openegi for andd sha}l hereafter be subject
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That is, under the mineral laws of the United States. Under
those mineral laws there is no provision made for the payment
of any moneys to the Indians by those who enter upon those
lands. That money is paid into the Treasury of the United
States. In this proposed provision there is no law that would
require the money paid by those who enter the mineral lands
to be placed in the Treasury to the credit of the various
Indian tribes. It would simply go into the general fund of the
P%ljted States and would not in any sense be credited to the

ndians.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand it, we have now
on the statute books a law providing that all the moneys aris-
ing from the sale of Indian lands are trust funds for the bene-
fit of the Indians. But it would be very easy to further safe-
gl:uzu-dmﬂi the bill by saying that the money shall belong to the

ans,

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, what the position of the gen-
tleman would be with reference to opening these lands. When
or how are these Indian reservations to be opened? And how
are we to justify ourselves as lawmakers or as men who desire
to see this country fully developed by permitting hundreds of
thousands, yea, millions, of acres of mineral lands to remain
idle and useless by being locked up from the prospector and
the miner of the United States? The Indians ean not and will
not work these lands nor even prospect them. We have an-
other case of the dog that lay in the straw that he could not
eat himself, nor would he permit the hungry ox to eat it
These arid mineral lands are of no value now to anyone, and
if they are ever to be used I can not devise better mearns' or
greater safeguards for their disposition and opening to settle-
ment than by a proclamation of the President.

Can we not trust the President of the United States to deal
fairly by the Indians? Certainly we should do so, because he
can easily, without expense to the Government, determine
through the geological department what parts of the reserva-
tions are mineral land and what are not. Then can we not
trust the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate treaties with
these Indians for the mineral lands in their reservations, and
if these treaties are negotiated by him and referred to Congress
for ratification could you trust yourself as a Member of Con-
gress or those who come after you to justly and fairly pass
upon these treaties? The Indians must consent to it by treaty,
and I now assert that every possible safeguard is thrown around
this bill, and how any objection can reasonably be urged against
it T can not imagine. But I should like to see the gentleman
from New York [Mr. FrrzeeraLp] draw a bill that would throw
these lands open. He would certainly bave to exhaust his in-
genuity in endeavoring to do it with more safeguards than I
have provided in this measure.

Mr. Chairman, the Indian appropriation bill now under con-
sideration carries in round numbers $7,000,000. The last Con-
gress appropriated for the same purpose something over
$9,000,000. We have made these reductions by allotment of the
lands of many of these Indian reservations, giving to each In-
dian his individual share, thus making them self-supporting citi-
zens. You will find by examination of the bill that more than
$4,000,000 of the money carried in the $7,000,000 appropriated
are for educational purposes.

We have three kinds of schools, the nonreservation boarding
school, the reservation boarding school, and the reservation
Indian day school. I think, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the House, that we could very well afford to do away with, and
that we should cease at once to appropriate further money for,
nonreservation schools. I believe that all these appropriations
should be spent in the reservations where the parents can see
the children, where the benefits of schools and of the white
man’s civilization would be derived immediately by the tribe.
1 do not think we should carry Indian children across the conti-
ment from the Indian and other Territories and from the Pacific
cdast to Carlisle, Pa. It is too expensive and the change of
climate is too great. I believe that the Government should
sell all nonreservation school buildings and build schools on
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the reservatioms. I think every nonreservation school should
be done away with, and that we should educate the Indian
children in the States and in the Territories where these reser-
vations are located.

Mr. Chairman, I further fully believe that each of the Terri-
tories of the United States should be made at once a State. I
believe the statehood bill should pass now, and that we should
segregate New Mexico and Arizona and make each a separate
State under their old names. The Indian Territory and Okla-
homa should be admitted as one State. Had I the power to do
so, I would give the States full jurisdiction of the Indians
within their borders and surrender the United States’ control
over them. The State legislatures where the Indians reside
know more about the Indians within their own borders than
the Members of Congress could possibly know. The Members
of Congress living east of the Mississippi River, thousands of
miles from the Indians, can know but very little of the Indian or
his needs. If we should turn over to the Indians their prop-
erty and make them citizens of the United States we could
then let the State legislatures care for them; if Congress saw
proper, it could make what appropriation it desired for edu-
cational purposes to any special tribe of Indians, even after the
States have control of them. When their lands are allotted to
them, they become taxpayers and citizens of the State in which
they reside, and such States should have full control of them
and educate them. We should not adopt the policy of becom-
ing the permanent guardians of Indians who are citizens of a
State. It is time that we should draw the line somewhere.
We are educating at Carlisle and other nonreservation schools
Indians whose fathers and mothers were educated there. When
and where is this policy to stop? We should turn these In-
dians over to the States where they reside as soon as they be-
come citizens of the State, and let the State educate and care
for them.

The Southern States at the close of the civil war had 4,000,000
negroes (who were then as much the wards of the Government
as the Indians are now) turned loose in their borders, without
one cent ever being appropriated by Congress to lighten the bur-
den of these States in educating and earing for the black man.

* Likewise why should not the red men be cared for in the States
*where they live?

My genial friend the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Robey]
offered an amendment, I believe, to the Indian appropriation bill
last year providing that all persons of Indian blood should have
the right to be sent to the nonreservation Indian schools. I ob-
jected to it because the amendment would have included Mexi-
cans. The history of our country proves that there is more or
less Indian blood in every Mexican, except the pure Castilian.
The Mexicans are a mixture of various races, but there is al-
ways Indian blood in them. The men whose duty it is to go
about this country and collect Indian children for the Indian
schools went into the city of El Paso, in my State, and obtained
from that city many Mexican children as students—I forget the
exact number—and carried them to nonreservation schools in
Oklahoma and Kansas. An investigation was brought about by
the Indian Office, and it appeared that they had a great many
Mexicans at these Indian schools; some of them were citizens
of the State of Texas. It is not the duty of the Congress of the
United States to be educating the children of citizens of any
State because perchance they may have some Indian blood in
them. If they should do that, we might have many Virginia
children in our Indian schools, because many Virginians claim
that they are descendants of Pocahontas. Two Members of this
House have Indian blood in them. Would anyone say that we
ought to educate their children?

I ask you where the line is to be drawn? I would draw the
line at full blood. I would educate no Indian except he was
an Indian of full blood. Whenever he mixes with other races,
then the paternal hand of the United States should be taken
from him; he should no longer be our ward, and we should
make him his own guardian.

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of this House to
the condition of affairs in the Indian Territory in regard to
removing resirictions from the sale of lands allotted to Indians.
‘We have many people of Indian blood there who are more capa-
ble and more competent of attending to their own business than
the ordinary white man, and yet these men can not sell a tract
of land, and can not lease any of their land to a renter without
the Secretary of the Interior approves their contracts. It is
wholly impracticable to do this. We should change the law
and let these Indians control their own property. We should
let them use it as other citizens of the United States use their
property, and should turn it over to them, except the home-
steads, which we should make inalienable for a term of years,
as the law has already done.

-

When we do that, we would turn loose that Territory, and
we would see large towns spring up there immediately on every
hand, and every industry that can be brought about in the
Southwest would flourish at once. More railroads would be
built. More mines would be opened, and you would thus in-
augurate an era of prosperity in that country such as we have
never wtinessed before. As long as the Secretary of the Inte-
rior holds in his hand the property of these Indians, as long as
we consider them our wards, as long as we perpetually hold the
business of that country under the laws in operation there now,
will we prevent any further development, and that country will
remain the prey of carpetbaggers and grafters. These bands
of reckless cormorants have already amassed great fortunes by
plundering under color of law a defenseless people.

Mr. Chairman, I secured an amendment to the last year’s In-
dian appropriation bill requiring all employees of the United
States Government in that Territory to swear that they were
not interested in any tribal development companies dealing in
Indian lands. I learn that some of these employees have
failed to draw their salaries because they would not take this
oath. If so, they should be dismissed from the service of the
Government, for they are clearly violating the law. I now have
a resolution pending before the Indian Committee of the House
asking the Secretary of the Interior to furnish us the names of
any such persons, with a view, if possible, to have them dis-
missed from office. Honesty in the conduct of public affairs
must be enforced or our Republic will prove to be a miserable
failure.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask if the gentle-
man has exhausted his time? ;

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes remaining.

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman wish to use it?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not at present. I would ask if
there ‘i?s any gentleman on this side of the House that wishes to
speak

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless the gentleman wishes to use his
time, I think we had better proceed to the reading of the bill.
I do not wish to take any more of my time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No one here desiring to speak, I
think we may as well go ahead.
bu]:lr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the Crow Creek Agency, S. Dak., $1,600.

Mr. ZENOR, Mr, Chairman, I move an amendment, which I
will gsend to the desk and ask to have read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, strike out lines 9 and 10,

T]ie CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Zenor] will not prevail.
This agency was estimated for in the Book of Estimates and
the appropriation for the agency incorporated in this bill by the
Committee on Indian Affairs. There has always been an agent
at this particular agency. I wish to say that I live in South
Dakota and I know the conditions surrounding this and other
agencies in my State, and it is my judgment and my belief that
the interests of the Indians will be better served by an agent
than by a bonded superintendent. I would like to call the atten-
tion of the committee to a provision in the bill on page 4, which
provides as follows:

That the Commissioner of Indian Affairg, with the approval of the
Becretary of the Interior, may devolve the duties of any Indlan agenc
upon the superintendent of the Indian training school located at suc
agency whenever in his judgment such superintendent can properly per-
form the duties of such agency. And the superintendent upon whom
such duties devolve shall give bond as other Indian agents.

I would state, Mr. Chairman, that Indian agents to be ap-
pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate are pro-
vided for in the law originally creating Indian agents. In an
appropriation bill some few years ago, it appearing that in some
instances agencies had become reduced by conditions which made
no occasion for continuing an agent, this provision was incor-
porated making it discretionary with the Commissioner to dis-
continue an agent whenever in his judgment he saw fit to do so,
and the practice has been not to drop the agencies from the ap-
propriation bills until after the agency had been discontinued
and placed under a bonded superintendent.

That, Mr. Chairman, has been the practice, and, with pos-
sibly a few exceptions, there has been no agency discontinued
by leaving the appropriation out until after a bonded superin-
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' tendent has been placed in charge of said agency. The gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Zexor] would see fit to create an im-
pression that this is a question of politics. I want to say, Mr.
Chairman, that there is no politics in it from my standpoint.
It happens that in the State of South Dakota there are more
Indians than in any other State in the Union. There are seven
distinct Indian reservations, all of whom are under tlte superin-
tendency of an agent. From my knowledge of the Indian ques-
tion, from my personal knowledge of the several tribes of
Indians ‘in my State, I say here without reservation that their
best interests are served by an agent rather than by a bonded
superintendent. The gentleman from Indiana read something
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs by which it appeared
that practically all there was for an agent to do was to pay
certain moneys to these Indians.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Dakota has expired.

Mr. BURKE. I ask, Mr. Chairman, for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota asks
unanimous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BUREN. I wish to say very briefly, Mr. Chairman,
that in addition to these duties the Indian allotments are leased
by the Indians under the superintendency of the agent. At
the Yankton Agency, which is one of the agencies the gentle-
man proposes to strike out of this bill, they lease something
like 800 tracts of land. Lands belonging to deceased Indians
are sold under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the
Interior, under the direct supervision of the agent at the agency
where the lands are located. These Indians are gradually be-
coming self-supporting ;. they are engaged in stock raising, in
grain raising, and I say that a superintendent or agent over
them should be selected with regard to his general business ex-
perience rather than by reason of experience as an educator.
A man may be a good school-teacher, he may be a good teacher
of Indian children, and yet not have had such an experience
that he possesses any qualifications for an agent having under
his charge Indians who are mere children and teaching them to
become self-supporting and teaching them the arts of farming,
including grain raising and stock raising. Then, Mr. Chairman,
there is the question of violations of the law upon reserva-
tions, especially in regard to the introduction of liquor upon
the reservations, and I say that any superintendent, if he
properly discharges his duty and looks after the interest of the
school under his charge at any of the agencies in South Dakota,
will have no time, even if he is qualified, to attend to the duties
devolved properly upon an agent, and I hope that this amend-
ment and the amendments that the gentleman may offer follow-
ing this relative to certain other agencies will not prevail

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, in reply to my friend from
South Dakota, who says this agency has been established for a
long while, I should say if we shall continue to yield to the
appeals of the gentleman from South Dakota it will continue
for a long time in the future. I think that this is no reason
why this agency should not be abolished. But he says South
Dakota has the largest number of Indians of any State of the
Union. I appreciate and commend the good judgment of the
people of South Dakota, including these Indians who enjoy the
privilege of the elective franchise in South Dakota, in sending
the gentleman here to represent them on the floor of this House,
but what he says In regard to the necessity of retaining this
agency Is in contradiction of what the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs has stated. As I have already stated to the Members
of this House that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has not
only discontinued this office but has stated that the discon-
tinuance continued until by the Committee on Indian Affairs
it was reestab!

Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ZENOR. I yield.

Mr. BURKE. The agency at this place has never at any
time been discontinued. .

Mr. ZENOR. Well, perhaps it was the Yankton Agency, but
recommendation has been made by the Commissioner on differ-
ent occasions to abolish this particular agency, saying there is
no need of retaining an agent, because the duties devolving upon
an agent at this particular reservation can, to the advantage of
the Indians, be devolved upon the superintendent of the school
at that point. Now, the gentleman says that in his judgment,
and I concede that the gentleman is more familiar perhaps with
the surroundings of this particular reservation and with the
conditions which exist there than myself; but here is the state-
ment of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who is charged
with the investigation of the conditions along the line that has
been pursued and the policy that has been adopted fo drop these
agencies when there is no occasion to retain them, the Commis-

sioner of Indian Affairs, who has carefully investigated this
matter, I have no doubt, and no one will stand upon the floor
of this House and for one moment question the ability, the effi-
ciency, the integrity, and faithfulness of the recent retired Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs.

He has been one of the best commissioners that has ever
filled that position, and he goes out with credit to himself and
with honor to his country; because of having investigated these
and other matters and insisting upon his recommendations made
pursuant thereto he has been an instrument in the hands of the
Government in redueing to a very large extent the expense of
the Indian Departinent. And here comes a proposition, backed
by the statements of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs before
the subcommittee, that this agency ought to be abolished, and
the duties devolved upon a bonded superintendent at the school
already there. There is nothing there to be done by the agent
except, as the Commissioner says, to make a few payments on
annuities yet due them, which can be as readily and more prop-
erly attended to by the bonded superintendent, perhaps more
readily, than by the agent himself. I think, Mr. Chairman,
that this and similar provisions, surrounded by like circum-
stances, should go out of this bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Zexor].

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that
the noes appeared to have it. *

Mr. ZENOR. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 31, noes 49.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the Lower Brule Agency, 8. Dak., $1,400.

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out all of lines 21 and 22 on page 2 of the bill.

Mr. BURKE. This is the same as the other proposition. I
hope the amendment will not prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:
Aglel:lx cl,{r?ess. %aiﬁdtﬁ 08‘;1}3 2, strike out the words “At the Lower Brula

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. ZENOR. Division, Mr. Chairman.

The eommittee divided ; and there were—ayes 32, noes 44,

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the Bisseton Agency, 8. Dak., $1,500.

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking
out all of lines 11 and 12 on page 3 of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Zexor]
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: *

In lines 11 and 12, page 3, strlke out the words “At the Sisseton
Agency, 8. Dak., $1,600.”

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I think this is practically the
same proposition as the others. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the Yankton Agency, 8. Dak., $1,600.

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment by strik-
ing out lines 21 and 22 on page 3 of the bill.

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this is the
same as the other proposition, and I hope it will not prevail.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ZENor]
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lines 21 and 22, page 8, strike out the words “At the Yankton
Agency, 8. Dak., $1,600.”
The question is on agreeing to the amend-

The CHAIRMAN.
ment.
The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.
Mr. ZENOR. Division, Mr. Chairman.
Therenpon3 the committee divided; and there were—ayes 30,
noes 37.
So the amendment was rejected.
The Clerk read as follows:
necessary expenses of transporta such goods, Proﬂ!
snfl‘nsther articles for the various trlbgmofnrlndlam rovided m%
transpor agents

this act, Including and expenses of
rent of warehouses, %0,000.
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Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill
[Mr. SEERMAN], for the sake of certainty as to San Francisco,
whether the pending paragraph contemplates treating San
Francisco as New York and Chicago are treated?

Mr. SHERMAN. Absolutely the same. San Francisco has
been maintained for many years by the general appropria-
tion, which in this bill begins at line 19 on page T, and it will
be continued, there is no doubt of that. It is absolutely es-
sential that San Francisco shall be continued. It was always
provided in this appropriation until last year, where a special
item was carried for it.

Mr. LIVERNASH. Is that the reason why the appropriation
carried by this paragraph is $10,000 greater than the estimate?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; it is. That is the reason.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from California [Mr. LiverNasa] will
be considered as withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

For lInterest on $390,257.92, at 5 epr cent, for education, support
of the government, and other beneficial purposes, under the direction
of the general council of the Choctaws, In conformity with the pro-
visions contained in the ninth and tenth articles of treati of January
20, 1825, and treaty of June 22, 1855, $19,5612.89; in all, $30,032.89.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the Clerk in engrossing the bill may make a correction in
the spelling of the third word of line 14. It should be “ per”
instead of * epr.”

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will correct
the spelling.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows: -

For interest on $230,064,20, at § per cent, In conformity with provl-
slons of article 7 of treaties of June 5 and 17, 1846, $11,503.2f ; In
all, §19,532.12.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com-
mittee amendment. It was in the bill as passed by the commit-
tee, but by some error in engrossing or in printing it was omit-
ted.

The Clerk read as follows:
Page 15, after line 13, Insert: :
* QUAPAWS.

“ For education, J»er third article of treaty of May 13, 1833, $1,000;
for blacksmith and assistants and tools, steel for blacksmith
shop, per same article and treaty, $500; in all, $1,500: Provided, That
the President of the United States shall cerlify the same to be for the
best interests of the Indians.”

The amendment was agreed to. .

The Clerk read as follows:

For support and civilization of the D'Wamish and other allied tribes in
Washington, including pay of employees, §4,000.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 4, page 23, strike out the word * four " and insert “five;"” so
as to read * %5,000.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. This restores the amount to
what it has been heretofore, and it is urgently requested by the
superintendent.

Mr. SHERMAN. On the statement of the gentleman from
Washington that he has investigated the matter and found the
amount we have cut this appropriation to makes it insufficient,
I have no objection to the amendment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have a telegram from the su-
perintendent of the agency urging this increase strongly.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Slg%ro osupport and civilization of the Northern Indians, California,

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add a new paragraph, after line 25, page 24, to read as follows:

“ For fencing division line between relinquished and diminished por-
tions of the Round Valley Indian Reservation, Cal., $2,5600."

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 desire to hear some explanation of the
amendment of the gentleman from California.

Mr. BELL of California. I intend to make an explanation.
I would sfate, Mr. Chairman, that a few years ago, by act of
Congress, a portion of the Round Valley Indian Reservation was
relinquished and was placed upon the market for sale. Only a
few of the lands were sold, and here recently—a few weeks
ago—we passed an act through the House authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to resurvey and reappraise the relin-
quished portions and offer them for public sale. The proceeds of
this sale are to go to the Indians of the Round Valley Indian
Reservation, so that when we appropriate this money—$2,500—

for the purpose of fencing the division line between the reserva-
tion as it now is and the portion that has been relinguished,
that will pass to private ownership, this money will be returned
to the Treasury from the sales of these outside lands.

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s amendment does not pro-
vide for reimbursement to the Treasury.

Mr. BELL of California. Well, the law under which these
relinquished lands are to be sold provides that their proceeds
shall go to the use and benefit of these Indians, so that the
moneys will come back.

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman might draw his amendment
in such form that it would provide for reimbursement, and in
that form I would not oppose it; but in the form he presents it
I shall, because I do not think I want to open up this new
power for disbursement for fencing reservations. If we do it
in northern California, we will be called upon to do it all over
the United States, and with the millions of acres included with-
in all the Indian reservations their fencing will improve the
barbed-wire trust more than I care for.

Mr. BELL of California. I will simply add the words:

Such s
b rellnqﬁlm to blinpgg.d out of the proceeds of sales of any portion of

Mr. SHERMAN. To be reimbursed to the Treasury out of
any sums received. ?

Mr. BELL of California.

The same to be reimbursed to the Treasury out of any money re-
ceived from the sale of said relingquished lands.

Mr. SHERMAN, In that form I do not oppose it.

Tl{e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, let the Clerk read the
amendment as it is now proposed.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from California re-
state his addition to the amendment?

Mr. BELL of California. Said sum to be reimbursed to the
United States Treasury out of any money received from the sale
of said relinquished lands.

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows:

For fencing division line between the relinquished and diminished

rtions of the Round Valley Indian Reservation, Cal., $2,500, fo be re-
mbursed to the “.I:‘rtms'l:lav1 of the United States out of any money re-
ceived from the sale of the sald relinguished lands,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For support and civilization of Yakimas, and other Indians at said
agency, including pay of employees, $8,000.

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. I offer the amendment which I send
to the Clerk’s desk. .

The amendment was read, as follows:

Insert, after line 5, on p 28, the following: “ That the Secretary
of the Treasury is hereg%y authorized to pluce 1o the credit of Howell P.
Myton the sum of $796.14, being the amount charged against him as
B B U ot St i o
{hg March 81, 1903." i i 7

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman will withdraw his
amendment for the time being, because it really is not appro-
priate at this point in the bill. It should come in at some point
following page 28. :

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Very well; then I withdraw it for
the present.

The Clerk read as follows:

Idaho: For general incldental exFenm of the Indian Service In
Idaho, including traveling expenses of agents, $500.

Mr. SHERMAN. In line 21, next to the last word, the “ five ”
should be a “six.” The addition is erroneous. I ask unani-
mous consent to make that correction.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the change will be
made.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

: For T 1 r
in mmimmng ) mclmﬁenge ?}avﬁfégegxt%len:gegf ?su?lf‘.s,u;%mlfdmn T

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the
amendment which I offered a moment ago.

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows:

After line 14, g:ge 28, insert: That the Secretary of the Treasury
is hereby author to place to the credit of Howell P. Myton the
sum of $796.14, bei the amount charged against him as money paid
to unlawfully enrolled members of sald tribes while Indian agent, Uin-
gih ité:((.lsﬂumy Agency, Utah, during his term of service ending March

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of
order on that.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Yok reserves
the point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN.

All right—

If the gentleman from Utah will permit
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me, this matter was referred by the chairman of the committee
to the Interior Department, where it was found that this agent
had made certain payments, as other agents who had preceded
him had made them, in accordance with treaty stipulations,
upon the roll of Indians as he found it there. Near the end of
his service as agent, as appears from the documents submit-
ted to us, this agent apparently made a thorough investigation
and made a new roll, and the making of that roll disclosed the
fact that he had made certain payments erroneously, made
payments to people who were not properly upon the roll, and
some people whose names were on the roll were dead. It ap-
peared that he had expended six or seven hundred dollars in
the making of payments that were not justified.

The Auditor of the Department in his letter says substan-
tially that an investigation convinces him that it is a case where
the man ought to receive relief, but that there is no provision
of the law by which he.can be relieved by the Auditor. This
provision simply is that the Auditor be authorized to pass that
account as presented. It makes no appropriation whatever.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I should like to ask the chairman
of the committee how it was that this agent made this mistake,

Mr. SHERMAN. I had the full report of this entire trans-
action and I loaned it to the gentleman from Utah [Mr.
Howers], and somehow or other the papers have become mis-
laid or lost.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I did not remember that the mat-
ter was before the committee. It may, however, have been dur-
ing my absence.

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not brought before the committee.
The gentleman from Utah—or somebody in his behalf, I do not
now. recall which, I think somebody in his behalf—brought the
papers in to me and asked me if I would forward them to the
Department for report on the facts. I got back quite a full re-
port showing the conditions to be about as I have stated.

The statement by the Auditor, which was concurred in by the
Interior Department, was that it did present a case where the
man ought to receive relief. y

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. What is the proposed relief?

Mr. SHERMAN. That the Auditor be authorized to credit
him with this amount of six or seven hundred dollars which he
improperly paid out.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, The gentleman thinks that will
correct the trouble?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Did I understand my colleague to say
that he paid some persons who are dead?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. As I remember it, other people imper-
sonated the deceased individuals and obtained the money.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think I will insist on the point of
order. It seems to me it is properly a matter that should go
to the Committee on Claims. I ean understand how a man
could make payment to persons on the roll, but I can not under-
stand how an Indian agent, under the conditions that I know to
exist on the reservation, could pay money to persons under the
assumption that they were somebody else.

Mr. SHERMAN. As I remember it—the papers are not
here—this man paid to the parents of children, the parents
stating that the children were alive and were at home. After-
wards the preparation of a correct roll by this agent disclosed
the fact that in many cases the children were dead.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Were the persons who were dead all
minors?

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I think not all of them; but this is
the central fact in the matter——

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understand that at the reservation
when payments are made they are made to the parents of chil-
dren. I think it is quite possible the agent might be misled as
to whether certain children were living or not; but I am unable
to see, knowing the conditions that exist when payments are
made on some reservations, how the agent could be misled or de-
ceived as to the identity of persons to whom the money was
paid. I have been on some reservations during pay time, and
people come in from all over the reservations—there are not
many of them—the agent knows everybody personally, and he
has the Indian police to assist him. It does not seem to me pos-
sible that a man should pay some one under the impression that
he was a different person, except by negligence or collusion on
his part.

M];. SHERMAN. From the report that came to me from the
Department I concurred in the Department's opinion that it
was a proper case to afford relief, particularly in view of the
fact that if this agent had followed the plan that had prevailed
with the former agent, his account would have been passed and
nothing said about it, but just before he left his post he cor-
rected the roll, made a special effort to make it a perfect roll,

and that roll disclosed what otherwise would not have been
disclosed, that he had made erroneous payments. Therefore,
because of his special industry in preparing this new roll he is
penalized to the extent of six or seven hundred dollars.

Mr. FITZGERALD. How many Indians were there on the
reservation?

Mr. SHERMAN. About 2,000.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Had the agent been there long?

Mr. SHERMAN. He had been there four or five years, but
it is a very large reservation. Many of these people that were
to have been paid, and were paid, were located anywhere from
50 to 100 miles from the agency.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, as the item does mnot
properly belong on the bill, I think I will insist on the point
of order. Y

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not maintain the
proposition that the item is in order on this bill. It is legisla-
tion proposing to relieve an indivdual for something that is
past. It has no connection with the service during the next
fiscal year.

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that it is within
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Claims, and the point of
order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the completion of the work heretofore unired by law to be
done by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tri exclusive of sal-
aries and expenses of Commissioners, $60,000. Bald appropriation
to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior:
Provided, That the work of completing the unfinished business, if any,
of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes shall devolve upon tlie
Secretary of the Interior, and that all the powers heretofore granted
to the said Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes are hereby con-
ferred upon the said Secretary on and after the 1st of July, 19035,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow-
ing amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the end of line 7, page 29, Insert: “and It Is further provided
that all restrictions u;lmn the alienation of land of all allottees of
either of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indlans who do not appear upon
the rolls as full-blood Indians, except minors, are, except as to home-
steads, hereby removed.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order.
How does it happen that the gentleman did not bring this up
in the committee?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. We had a bill pending before the
committee for the same purpose.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve a point of
order against the proviso.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzeerarp] is too late with his point of order.
We have passed that provision, and an amendment has been
offered to it. It had been read, and I then raised the point of
order to the amendment. I submit that the gentleman from
New York is too late in raising the point of order to the proviso.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if this be a new para-
graph, perhaps I am; if this other provision is new matter, I
think not.

Mr. SHERMAN. We had finished the reading of the provi-
sion, and we have begun the consideration of it to the extent of
having an amendment offered to it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the gentle-
man’s point of order comes too late. The Chair will recognize
the gentleman from Texas. i

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, in support of the
amendment I desire to read a letter from Mr. Joseph D. Ralls,
of Atoka, Ind. T. He is a member of the bar association of
that Territory, and a splendid man in every respect. I desire
to call the attention of the committee to it because I deemed it
a matter of great importance. I alluded to the subject a few
moments ago when I addressed the House. The letter is as
follows:

JoHEN H. STEPHENS,
Care Fredonia, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sim: In following my profession I am called upon to draw
contracts and deeds, and I have a chance to observe the class of people
that make the contracts and the consideration received. Prior to the
act of Con that removed the restrictions upon the surplus land
of intermarried citizens they could not get more than the Indian for
thelr surplus lands, but both were selling their land and they were get-
ting on an average of $520 for their surplus land.

As soon as the act passed removing the restrictions the Intermarried
citizen at once began to sell for from $1,250 to $2,000, while the Indian
continues to sell for $520. Not being able to give a clear title, he is
tied up with leases and all kinds of contracts so that he never will re-
celve more than the appraised value of the land unless Con
an act removing restrictions npon the sale of his land. eeplng re-
strictions upon the sale of the Indian land is a detriment to the Indian,

In the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations the Indians have all the way
from 160 acres up to 4,000. They will never cultivate a fourth part




1905. CONGRESSIONAL- RECORD—HOUSE. 1151

of their land, and it Is only valuable to them for the purpose of selling
or leasing it. Their land not in cultivation and they have no means
of putting it In cultivation, and if they have to depend on tenants to
put it in cultivation they will have to let the tenants dictate the terms,
and It Is safe to say that the terms would be such that the land would
be of no value to the Indian. If they sell their surplus land In the
present condition the purchaser will not ?&y more than the appraised
value for it on account of the questionable title he would get, and if
the restrictions are removed the surplus land can be sold at from $1,000
to $2,000, the price depending entirely, of course, on the locatlon and
richness of the soil.

The law should be such that the Indian could sell and make his
deed ljust like any other person and without any restrictions, ap-
proval, ete. That provision would bring to this country people who
want to buy homes and it would cause a great deal f:? competition,
but if these sales have to be made subject to the approval of the
Secretary of the Interlor or amy other person or under set rules and
regulations, it will result in the * ers " getting hold of the land
for a much less price than It wounld bring otherwise., The idea of
having the payments made in monthly installments is the most ridico-
lous thing. that has been sun ted. Let the Indian get his moneg
in a lnmp_and it will enable him to buy teams and wagons, buil
houses, and clear his homestead lands.

Very respectfully, J. G. RALLS.

During the reading of the foregoing letter the time of the
gentleman from Texas expired. He asked unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think I can expedite mat-
ters. From what the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]
has said his proposition commends itself to me, but I am sorry
he did not bring it in before the full committee for considera-
tion. As I understand the proposition now, it is to apply only
to Indians other than full bloods.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; that is right. _

Mr. SHERMAN. That is, the right to sell their allotments.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Outside of the homesteads.

Mr. SHERMAN. Outside of the homesteads, without applica-
tion to and approval by the Department.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is correct.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of or-
der. ,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I thank the gentleman.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The
guestion is on agreeing to the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of
February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of
lands In severalty to Indians,” such Indian reservations as in his
judgment are advanta s for agriculture and grazing purposes to be
surveyed or reserved, for the ‘gurposes of said act, and to complete the
allotment of the same, inclu rgmthe necessary elerical work incident
thereto in the field and in the ce of Indian Affairs, and delivery of
trust gntents. so far as allotments shall have been selected under said
act, $40,000: Provided, That all of the mineral lands situated within
the boundaries of the Indian reservations in the United States and Ter-
ritories (the Indian Territory excepted) be, and the same are hereby,
declared to be open for, and shall hereafter be sub; to, location de-
velopment, operation, and entry by citizens of the United States in the
same manner and under the same rules as other mineral lands of the
United States are now subject to location, development, operation, and
entry : Provided, That this act shall apply only to reservations where
it may be enforced without inrrlnglnfh ug?n the vested rights of any
Indian tribe or individual Indians. e President shall, by proclama-
tion, designate the reservations or parts of reservations to which the
act may properly apply, and sald act shall be in force as to said reser-
vatlons or %am of reservations from and after the dates of such procla-
mations. he Secretary of the Interior shall, when praecticable, secure
from Indian tribes possessing vested rights In reservations which con-
tain valuable mineral lands a relinquishment of such rights so far as
they apgl to sald mineral lands, such relinguishment to be by agree-
ment su jyect to ratification by Congress, and the provisions of this act
ghall be extended to such 1 by proclamation of the President.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I made the point of order
against all that part of this paragraph commencing with the
word “Provided,” in line 18, on page 29, down to the end. It
is clearly new legislation.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentle-
man will withdraw his point of order. It is a matter of great
interest. I understand this is a matter that we have been
discussing, is it not?

Mr, FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say this in this
connection. This contemplates a most sweeping change in the
policy heretofore followed regarding Indian reservations. Here
is a suggestion that has never been considered by the committee,
has never been reported upon by the Department, and I am un-
willing, with my views regarding the provision, to permit it
to be enacted into law in this way at this time, and unless
tlf)e g:;uﬂeman wishes to discuss it, I will insist upon the point
of order.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman from New
York [Mr. SaerMaN] wish to discuss the matter?

Mr. SHERMAN. No.

The CHATIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to be
heard on the point of order?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; I think it is subject to the
point of order. I had hoped that the gentleman from New

York, after the discussion of the matter and being unable to
suggest anything better, would not make the point of order.
It is almost impossible to secure legislation at this short term
of Congress, and we are appropriating here agricultural lands:
and grazing lands on these Indian reservations, and why not
let It extend to the mineral lands? It Is new legislation because
it extends the mining laws of the United States over the mineral
lands in these reservations. That is new legislation, and I
would not contend to the contrary; but I had hoped the gentle-
man would not make his point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist
upon his point of order?

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am compelled to, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained.

The Clerk read as follows:

To maintain at the city of 8t. Louis, Mo., in the discretion of the
Secretary of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and ship-
ping of goods for the Indian service, $7,000.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 20, p 81, after the word * service,” strike out “ $7,000"
and insert  $10,000.” '

.Mr. BARTHOLDT. This merely restores what was pre-
viously appropriated and estimated, and the superintendent of
the warehouse says he must have $10,000 in order to do the busi-
ness for the coming year.

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.
The Clerk read as follows:

For the egulB:lent and maintenance of the asylum for insane Indians
at Canton, 8. k., for incidental and all other expenses necessary for
its proper conduct and management, includlnfngsy of emp‘lgsees, and for
necessar ense of transporting insane jans to from said
asylum, gzseﬁ)o

Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of
the committee a question in regard to this paragraph of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves to
strike out the last word. %

Mr. ZENOR. It provides for maintaining an asylum in South
Dakota. 2

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes.

Mr. ZENOR. How many patients are there to be accommo-
dated at this particular institution?

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there are twenty-eight patients now
maintained there.

Mr?. ZENOR. About what is the average number during a
year

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the highest number that they have
had at one time. This is the second fiscal year within which
insane patients have been cared for at that point and the hos-
pital is not yet entirely equipped., so that a portion of the
$25,000 will be used toward completing the equipment.

Mr. ZENOR. Are the accommodations of this intitution con-
fined alone to the Indians of South Dakota or is it open to them
from all points?

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not understand the question.

Mr. ZENOR. I say are the accommodations of this institu-
tion confined alone to the Indians of South Dakota?

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; to Indians of the United States
anywhere, certainly.

Mr. ZENOR. The appropriation carried for this particular
pug)ose for the year ending June 30, 1903, was $25,000, was it
no

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. :

Mr. ZENOR. And this is the same amount?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

L;r. ZENOR. What is the estimate, will the Chair inform
me

Mr. SHERMAN. The estimate Is the same and the amount
is in accordance with the estimate.

Mr. ZENOR. Do you think this is a reasonable sum for the
purposes contemplated by this appropriation? It occurs to
me it was a little excessive, in view of the fact that two years
ago there had been an appropriation of $25,000, especially when
that institution does not accommodate more than about twenty-
eight patients.

Mr. SHERMAN. It would be extremely excessive, in my
judgment, were it to be used for the support of patients; but
my information is that a large part, substantially a greater
part of the appropriation of two years ago, was used for equip-
ment, and some portion of last year’s appropriation and some
of this appropriation must be used for equipment to complete it.
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My idea would be that unless the number of patients mate-
rially increased over the present when the equipment is com-
pleted it ought not be necessary to make a very large appropria-
-tion to support the patients. In other words, it ought not to
require an average per capita of more than $800 or $900, not
much more than half of that, to support the patients.

Mr. ZENOR. I am obliged to the gentleman. I was not fa-
miliar with the fact that the equipment had not been completed,
and it occurred to me in view of the fact that if it was entirely
complete it was a very large appropriation at this time.

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is right upon that point.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
ask the gentleman how much per capita it is costing to sustain
these insane Indians at this asylum? Can he give the amount?

Mr. SHERMAN. I ecan not tell the gentleman, because I
have not an analysis or an itemized statement of the expendi-
tures of last year, but some portion of last year's appropriation
was spent for equipment. It is true, of course, that the per
capita for maintaining these thirty-five patients is vastly greater
than it is in my State, and I have no doubt very much greater
than it is in the gentleman’s State. Of course, the expectation
was that this asylum would have and care for two or three
times the number of insane patients who are there now. Of
course, when that point arrives, when that condition exists, the
per capita, I expect, will be very greatly reduced.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But has not experience taught
that there are not sufficient insane Indians to reduce the per
capita per annum to less than about a thousand dollars, as it
seems to be now?

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Saeeman] tell how much of this general appropria-
tion goes to the support, per capita, of the Indians?

Mr. SHERMAN. I would say to the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. Ropixson] that when the asylum was created in the first
place I opposed the item as best I knew how. It was inserted
in the Senate, and it was not finally agreed to until one of the
Senate conferees suggested that we would have no Indian ap-
propriation bill if this matter was not provided for and if that
item was not agreed to. Under those trying conditions we
agreed to it

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I compliment the gentleman’s
judgment.

Mr. SHERMAN. In my opinion the Government will save
money, and will continue to do so if the Indian insane are cared
for at other hospitals than the one maintained by the Govern-
ment for that express purpose.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to suggest to the gentle-
man that the St. Elizabeth Asylum across the river here is able
to support its own inmates on something like §200 a year, and
in my own State they are supported on something like $175 a

ear.
% Mr. SHERMAN. I hardly see how any State can support in-
sane people at the rate per capita of $175 a year.

Mr. ROBINSON of ‘Indiana. They do it in my State for $175
per capita, and it is only a little over $200 at St. Elizabeth’s.
Does the gentleman propose to continue an institution where it
costs perhaps from $500 to $800, although this institution was
established contrary to the judgment of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. SEErman]? I think it Is about time for the
committee to let us know as to the amount per capita this insti-
tution is costing the Government, because surely some better
and cheaper means could be afforded than paying from $500 to
$800 per capita for the support of insane Indians, few in num-
ber as they are.

The CHATRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Zexor] is withdrawn.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 13 strike out the word “equipment,” and In line 18 strike

out the word * twenty-five” and insert *fifteen;” so as to read
“ fifteen thousand dollars.”

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment
for this reason: I have been under the impression for the last
year or two that under the language of this provision the ca-
pacity of the institution has been gradually increased, and
that it will soon, if not now, be equipped for the care of
patients they will never have.

If I be not mistaken, even now the insane Indians in the
Indian Territory can be sent to this institution. There are
about 260,000 Indians in the United States, and yet it has been
possible to gather from all of those Indians only about twenty-
eight insane Indians each year, which is the excuse offered for
maintaining this institution. I submit that now, inasmuch as

the spirit of economy Is hovering over the Congress, and there
is a desire to save wherever possible, that this is a very good
place on which to put the finger of economy by eliminating this
provision for equipment. The institution must now be ade-
quately equipped for the twenty-eight insane patients which are
maintained there, and the appropriation can easily be reduced
$10,000 without harm to the efliciency of the asylum.

Mr. BURKE. I hope the amendment of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Frrzcerarpn] will not prevail. This institution,
as the chairman of the committee stated, is in somewhat of an
experimental state, and out of the appropriation made last year
somewhere near $8,000, as I remember it, was expended in per-
manent improvement and in completing the property. The re-
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which the chairman
has in his possession here, shows the attendance on December
13 to have been 21 males and 14 females, making a total of 35.
I had a letter yesterday from the superintendent of this institu-
tion. He tells me that recently the Indian Office has given to
him authority to send for Indians to the different reservations
where he is informed there are insane Indians; and that he
now has applications for some twelve or fourteen of such In-
dians and that they will be placed within this institution in a
very short time. And I think the appropriation should not be
reduced from what it has been heretofore.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman from South
Dakota [Mr. BurgEe] give us the per capita cost of the institu-
tion for any year?

Mr. BURKE. It is somewhere from $400 to $500. I do not
remember exactly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I want to suggest to the gentle-
man very briefiy that the cost per capita at St. Elizabeth’s is
$220; in California, $150; in Indiana, $150, and in Massa-
chusetts, $175. So that it is very evident it is costing a very
large amount per capita to support these insane Indian people in
South Dakota.

Mr. BURKE. I will ask the gentleman what the per capita
spent in St. Elizabeth’s was in the first year of its existence or
the first two years?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The institution that the gentle-
man speaks of, according to all the reports and figures, fairly
shows a cost of $730 per capita, and it does not increase or di-
minish by time.

Mr. SHERMAN. Just a moment. The amount expended for
perfecting the improvements and equipments in the fiscal year
last past, which concluded the 30th day of June last past, was
$7,340. There were 23 patients then. At the present time
there are 25. There has been expended under the current
appropriation bill $20,000 in equipments; the expense of main-
tenance, including the salaries, ete., $17,120. That amount for
35 patients would make the per capita a little less than
$500, provided the total number of patients had been main-
tained the whole year, which they were not. Of course, while
the number of patients is so small the per capita must be very
much larger. There must be the superintendent, there must be
a competent physician or physicians, there must be nurses, who
could care as well for 75 as they can for 35. For subsistence
there was expended $1,530. If that is doubled or even trebled,
that item for the maintenance of 75 insane Indian patients,
the gentleman from Indiana will at once see the per capita is
very greatly reduced.

My own judgment is that the institution will never have a
sufficient number of patients to make the per capita as low as
it is at St. Elizabeth’s or in Indiana or in New York. Now,
in New York, although there are more insane in our institu-
tions than in Indiana, we do not have as low a figure as they
do in Indiana. The figures the gentleman gives for his State
are low. They do remarkably well there. We have entered
upon that policy; we have the asylum there, we have spent a
large amount of money in the partial egquipment of it, and I
think we ought either to continue to maintain the insane there
or else abandon the whole proposition entirely. I do not believe
in reducing this appropriation, as suggested by my colleague
from New York. Do one of two things, “fish or cut bait;”
either care for the insane there, as we started out to do, or
stritlzg gut the appropriation and abandon the “ whole shooting
mateh,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr., Chairman, I want to sug-
gest to the gentleman from New York that we have insane pa-
tients from the Ingdian Territory at St. Elizabeth’s larger in
number than the Dakota asylum has, and maintain them there;
and the gentleman knows, perhaps, as I do, it would be a saving
to support these from Dakota at St. Elizabeth’s instead of main-
taining this institution and continue to build it up at great

expense.
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I agree with my eol-




1905.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1153

league that this entire item should be stricken out. I do not
think that this committee will strike it out. I wish to do the next
best thing, to start cutting the appropriation down, so that
perhaps in the near future the item may be eliminated. There
is absolutely no excuse, in my opinion, for maintaining an in-
sane asylum for Indians exclusively. The policy of the Govern-
ment has been as much as possible to break up or to do away
with the conditions that make possible the isolation of the
Indians from the whites of the country. It is reverting to an
old discarded practice to segregate the Indians.

I wish to call to the attention of the chairman of the commit-
tee what I believe will happen in a few years after keeping
this institution going. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs
in a recent address pointed out the way in which students are
obtained for nonreservation schools; and I believe that he is
drawing almost a true picture of what will happen when it shall
be necessary to keep this institution filled with insane patients.
Speaking of the children that go to nonreservation schools, he
said:

How do they get there? Do their parents bring them there and ask
that they be received? No! Do they even pay the expense of getting
them there? No! Then how do they get there? Why, they are cap-
tured on the reservations, by bribery, by force, by coaxing, by threats,
and dragged there; without preparation, without regard fo fitness,
without previous training, withount regm‘(i to their worldly condition,
solely because they have Indian blood In their wvelns, sometimes a
mere suspicion, and will count in making up the guota of the school.

I believe that precisely as this condition exists with regard
to the method by which pupils are secured for the nonreserva-
tion schools it will become a necessity in order to secure pa-
tients for this insane asylum.

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if the members of the Committee
on Indian Affairs were free from some influences that are in
the very air of this Capitol they would unanimously vote to
strike out this item. I wish to assist them to accomplish what
I believe to be their desire.

Mr. ZENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question? :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield?

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes.

Mr. ZENOR. Does my colleague believe that the policy ought
to be maintained of supporting this institution execlusively for
the Indians in a State where all of the Indians are citizens?
Does he believe that discrimination ought to be made? ‘

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is a vicious
policy to maintain an institution exclusively for insane Indians
at any place, or to maintain a hospital exclusively for Indians.
I believe we are getting to that point where it will soon be con-
ceded to be a mistake to maintain schools exclusively for In-
dians. The result of what is being done in the Indian Terri-
tory demonstrates that the best thing that can be done for the
Indians is wherever possible to put them as closely into contact
with the whites as possible.

This amendment only cuts down the appropriation $10,000.
It will prevent the doing of new work under this appropriation,
and by the next session of Congress the committee will be able
to make some suitable use of this institution.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend:
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the
noes appeared to have it

Mr. FITZGERALD demanded a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 13, noes 33.

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For pair of one s‘pecial attorney for the Pueblo Indlans of New
Mexico, $1,500, and for necessary traveling and incidental expenses of
gg‘lgm:;.ttorney for the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, § ; in all

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I
send to the Clerk’s desk.

The amendment was read, as follows:

Page 32, line 23, after the word “ dollars,” insert * That all actions
against Indians or their prog&ll'ty whose affairs are under the supervi-

sion of Indian argenta or bon superintendents shall be brought the
district court of the county in which the Indian resides.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I reserve the point of order,
pending an explanation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana reserves the
point of order.

Mr. CURTIS. The amendment is offered at the request of
the assistant United States attorney for Oklahoma. It seems
that they follow the practice in that Territory of catching In-
dians away from their reservations and suing them in courts
away from the agency, and in that way getting judgments
against them sometimes in cases they would not be able to if

XXXIX—T3

the Indians were given g fair trial or had the opportunity of
advising with their agent or superintendent or had the service
of an interpreter, which they would have if sued in the county
in which they live. This amendment simply requires that here-
after any Indian who is sued shall be sued in the county in
which he resides. That will give the agent a fair opportunity
to look after the Indians’ interests.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not desire to press the
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn by the
gentleman from Indiana.

Mr. ZENOR. I wish to inquire of the gentlemman from Kan-
sas whether he means to apply this where an offense is com-
mitted by the Indian outside of the jurisdietion?

Mr. CURTIS. It does not apply to criminal offenses at all.
Where an offense is committed outside the reservation the In-
dian would be liable to arrest in the county in which the crime
was committed. This is simply for actions of a civil nature.

Mr. ZENOR. It applies simply to civil cases?

Mr. CURTIS. To civil cases. I desire to have printed the
letter which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that the letter which he sends to the Clerk’s desk may be printed
as a part of his remarks. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF THE UXNITED STATES ATTORNEY,

DISTRICT OF OELAHOMA,
Anadarko, Okla., February 6, 1903.
Col. JaMES F. RANDLETT,

Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Army,
United States Indian Agent, Anadarko, Okla.

DeAnr Sim: It would very materially help in the protection of the
property of the Indians if the following paragraph counld be tacked to
the Indian appropriation bill and made a law, to wit:

“All actions against Indians or their property whose affairs are under
the sugerﬂaion of Indian agents or bonded superintendents shall be
brought in the district court of the county in which the Indian resides.”

This suggestion 13 made for the reason that suits are belng brought
in remote townships against Indians, and when service is made upon
them they fail to realize its meanln% and let judgment be taken against
them and the right of appeal pass without any steps being taken to pro-
tect their rights. If these actions could be forced into the district
court in the first instance they could be watched very easily.

t is also found that a few lrresgonsible justices of the peace will
issue replevin writs on bonds furnished by parties who are worthless,
and the Indian has to suffer when the party, as soon as he obtains pos-
session of the property, sells it. The money judgment for the Indian is
worth nothing.

In actions to enforce liens for damage to crops by Indlan stock the
Indian is usually not notified, but his stock is sold for enormously in-
flated damages, and by parties from whom he has no redress except a
valueless money judgment. :

The provision for “ suits brought by Indians ™ is purposely omitted
from said ara%ra.ph for the reason that the rules of the district court
require a deposit of $15 or $5 and a bond as security for costs before
suits are filed. The Indians are poor and are unable to comply with
this provision. Suits can be brought in justice courts by them with
much less ense, and they are, of course, able to obtain a fair trial
before some of our justices of the peace.

If you approve of this, I would pleased to have you take up same
with the Department for action. .

E. McKNIGHT,

Respectfully, Lovuin
Assgistant United States Attorney.
A true copy.
JAMES F. RANDLETT,
Colonel, U. 8. Army, U. 8. Indian Agent.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

To enable the Secretary of the Interlor to relmburse, as heretofore
approved bfyeeglm. to Axel Jacobson the sum of $243 actually expended
by him in ln;f, clothing, and caring for twenty-five Indian puplls at
the Indian school, Wittemberg, Wis., from July 1 to August 24, 1895.

Mr. CURTIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the
Clerk’s desk. :

The amendment was read, as follows:

On Paga 33, line 5, insert: “ That the following-named allottees of
lands in the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., are authorized, upon approval of
the Secre of the Interior, to alienate certain portions of their allot-
ments therein described, as follows: Henry Hicks, lot No. 38, contain-
ing 3 acres, more or less, and Phillp R. Dawson, Tot No. 4, contalning
28 acres, all In section 30, township 27 north of range 24 east.”

Mr. CURTIS. I offer this, Mr. Chairman, at the request of
my colleague, Mr. CampBeLL, who could not be present this
afternoon. We put in the provision that the parties shall not
sell their lands except upon approval of the Secretary of the
Interior. That provision is inserted because the amendment
has not been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. OVERSTREET. Xr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Iusert, after line 21, page 33, the rollowlnf: ‘“That the Secretary
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to set
apart a tract of land, not exceeding 120 acres in extent, immediately
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adjacent to the land now owned by the Keller and Indiana Consoll-
dated Smelting Company, in the south half of the Colville Indian Res-
ervation, in the State of Washington, suitable in Its location for a
town site; and that he cause the same to be conveyed to such person
as. may be designated by such com ¥ to receive title thereto upon
payment by sald company of such price as may be fixed by him."

AMr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point
of order on that.

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, a law was enacted at
the last session of Congress granting to this company named in
this amendment the right to enter upon the gouth half of the
reservation for the purpose of constructing a smelter and flume.
The work has been entered upon under the authority of that
law, the buildings are in process of construction, and materials
for the completion are on the reservation. The attention of the
Department has been called by the company to the fact that there
is not room enough upon the land which has been set apart and
sold, for which the cash has been paid, to enable them to prop-
erly care for the employees of the smelting company. It is
far distant from any other community, and the suggestion in a
letter from the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs is made
that legislation be asked for granting under the ordinary prac-
tice the privilege of establishing a town site, a sale by the Gov-
ernment, and a purchase by this company of the grant at such
price as the Department may fix. I ask to have printed in the
Recorp a letter from the Acting Commissioner.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the letter will be
printed in the RECorp.

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAINS,
Washington, September 23, 1904.
. L. BoyLE, Esq.

President Keller and Indiang Consolidated Smelter Co.,
Indiagapolis, Ind.

Sir: This office is in receipt of your communication dated September

10, 1904, referring to the report of Special Indian Agent 8. L. Tag-
gart, wherein it was stated that it appeared desirable for your com-
pany to have in the near future a regularly laid out and properly

organized and governed town, and that you, as president of said com-
pany, desired to be informed at as early a date as possible as to the
necessary requirements and ?meeedlnfs to enble the company to carry
such desire into proper and lawful effect.

Replying thereto, you are advised that there is no existing law under
which your company could aequire from the lands In the Colville In-
dian vatlon a town site. It is suggested that the best plan for
you to pursue would be to secure the necessary Con lonal legisla-
tlon authorizing the setting aside of a town site on the Colville Indian
Reservation or authorizing the sale of the desired quantity of land on

A, C. ToxNER, Acting Commissioner.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask
the gentleman if this money is to be paid to the Indians?

Mr. OVERSTREET. Under such restrictions as the Secre-
tary of the Interior ma; name, and at such a price as he may
fix.

Mr. FITZGERALD. But the amendment does not provide
that this money shall be placed to the credit of the Indians.

Mr. OVERSTREET. The amendment was drawn under the
advice of the Department. It was not drawn by myself; I
merely asked that it be drawn to cover the case. I have no
objection to the insertion of any language which would require
the payment of the money that may be obtained to the Indians.

Mr. FITZGERALD. I hope the gentleman will put the lan-
guage “to be paid to the Indians* in for this reason, that a
bill has been offered here in which it is assumed that these
Indians have no title to the reservation.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment
may be again reported. |

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will
be again reported. "

The Clerk again read the amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. The suggestion is that the money be de-
posited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Colville Indians.

Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask that the amendment be amended
in accordance with the suggestion of the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend by adding to the amend-
ment the words “ That the money received therefrom shall be
deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of
the Colville Imdians.” =

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment to the amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to”the
amendment as amended.

Mr. OVERSTREET. I assume, Mr. Chairman, that the point
of order has been withdrawm.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I only reserved the point of or-
der‘.:tel made no point of order, for I knew nothing about the
matter.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

- ;.'fhe Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the Dbill, read as
ollows :

That the President be, and he Is hereby, authorized to lssne a fee-
simple patent to IHenry Guitar, an Omaha ind.lan, for lands heretoforo
allotted to him in Nebraska, to wit, the northeast quarter of the south-
west quarter, and lot 4, section 15, township 25 north, range 6 east, of
the sixth pr{ncipal meridian, Nebraska, and all restrietions as to the
sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby removed,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I should like to
inquire about the first part of this paragraph. It reads that
“ the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue a fee-
simple patent to Henry Guitar, an Omaha Indian, for lands
heretofore allotted to him in Nebraska, to wit,” and then fol-
lows a description of the land. I desire to ask whether or not
there is any litigation in regard to that land? If so, there might
be some trouble with the matter.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment comes up
through the Interior Department, from the Indian Office, recom-
mended to us. They say:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., January §, 1905.
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Sir:- This office is In recelpt of a communication from Hom. J. J.
MeCarthy, dated December 23, 1904, in which he transmits a uest
for a patent in fee simple for the allotment and the payment of the
share of the trust funds due Henry Guitar, an Omaha Engian.

Mr. Guitar states that he is a graduate of the Carlisle Indlan Sehool ;
that since he left school he has earned wages working for farmers
and thrashing among both whites and Indians; that he is practically a
white man, as his father was a half-breed, and they a 8 spoke
English in "his family ; but he desires that his allotment of la.ng be pat-
ented to him In fee simple, so that he can lease it and get the benefit
therefrom without rema nInF upon the reservation, as he can do better
work among the white people and away from the reservation, where he
can earn and keep something, which is impossible upon the reservation.

Sul}er!ntendent MacKey recommends that he be granted a patent in
{]ele ir?b%i.e for his allotment and paid his share of the trust ds due

e

The act of April 21, 1904 (32 Stats., 189), authorizes and directs
Secretary of the Interior to per ca tra)to certain Indlan hr-fbau. tih;:e
cluding the Omaha tribe, all the funds to their credit In the United
States Treasury, or such part of such funds as he may deem necessary
for their best interests, and any other funds that may thereafter be re-
ceiltedftoﬂtih - c{gd i}‘"tsr f law is therefo: fi yme:

vo further author &) w s the e I 2
Guitar of bis share of the trust funds due the Omaha %f’igg 0o N

I have prepared the draft of an item authorizing the issnance of a
fee-simple patent to Hen?h Guitar, and have the honor to recommend
that it be transmitted to the Committee on Indian Afairs of the House
of Representatives with the recommendation that it be inserted in the
Indian appropriation bill.

Very respectfully, C. F. LARRABER,
Acting Commissioner,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is a sufficient answer. There
seems to be no litigation regarding the matter.

Mr. SHERMAN. No.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have been importuned a few
times by letter to correct litigation by one side or the other. I
do not think that should be done. I think that when they are
in the courts they ought to abide by the decision of the court.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to issue a patent In fee to Susan E. Hines, a member of
the Bisseton and Wahpeton tribe of Indians, for the land heretofore
allotted to her in Roberts County, in the State of South Dakota, and
all restrictions as to sale, incum\;ranca. or taxation of sald land is
hereby reroved.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, T offer the fol-
Jowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after line 12, page 34: “That the Secretary of the Interfor
be, and hereby is, authorized and directed to issue a patent In fee to
Long Jim for the lands heretofore allotted to him by the of
the Interior om April 11, 1894, as modified and changed
order of April 20, 1894, under and by virtue of the
July 7, 1883, l? and between the Secre of the Interior and the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs and Chief Moses and other Indians of
the Columbia and Colville reservations, commonly known as the “ Moses
agreemantj'_' accepted, ratified, and confirmed bg' the act of Congress
a;)[i)rored uly 4, 1884 (23 Stats., pp. 79 and 50), and under the de-
cision of the General Office of July 9, 1802, affirmed by the
Department of the Interior January 6, 1808, to wit, the northeast quar-
ter northeast g r of the southeast quarter lot 1 of section 11,
the northwest quarter and southwest guarter of the southwest guarter
of section 12, lot 1 of section 14, and lots 1 and 2 of section 13, town-
ship 27 north, range 22 east, Willamette meridian, Washington, free
of all restrictions as to sale, iIncumbrance, or tion.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I will say that
this has been through the Department in a letter submitted to

tment
ent coneluded
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the committee, and the bill in which it was involved has been
referred to a subcommittee of the Indian Committee, which is
prepared to report but has not as yet had the time. I sub-
mitted the matter to the chairmmn of the Indian Committee,
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], who is entirely
satisfied with it.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. From reading the amendment,
I see it states that the Secretary of the Interior shall have
the right to patent to Long Jim this land. Is not that rather
a novelty? .

Mr. JONES of Washington. The provision just preceding
this in the bill provides for that very same thing.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It escaped my attention. I
think it is something new. 7

Mr. JONES of Washington. Some of them seem to provide
that the Secretary shall do it and some that the President shall
do it. The Secretary does it in any event anyway.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand; but it would have
to be signed by the President.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand it would be signed
by the President without the bill expressly reguiring it.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the SBecretary of the Interlor be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to issue a patent in fee simple to Willlam Lyons, a Chi

wa Indian, for the lands heretofore allotted to him on the Fond J;

¢ Reservation, In the State of Minnesota, to wit, the southeast
quarter of the southwest quarter and the southwest quarter of the
southeast quarter of section 21, township 49 north, range 17 west of
the fourth principal meridian, and all restrictions as to sale, in-
cumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby removed.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the com-
mittee, I offer the following amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

That hereafter the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au-
thorized to Issue a patent in fee slmgle to any adult mixed-blood
Indian to whom a trust or other patent has heen issued, containing re-
strictions upon alienation, and upon the issuance of such patent in fee
simple all restrictions as to sale, incumbrance, or taxation of the land
so patented are hereby removed: Provided, That such patent shall
not be issued until after the said Secretary has carefully considered
the application and is fully satisfied that the applicant is competent to
transact his own business, and that it will be for his best interest to
have the patent issued.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the object of this amend-
ment is to cover just such cases as we have had included in the
bill, separate in the two pages last read.

We include in the bill none of these items until they have
been at the Department and have been passed upon by the De-
partment, but then the committee has never refused to incor-
porate in the bill a provision granting a patent to a mixed-blood
Indian when the Department reported in favor of it. Now, this
provides simply that where those same conditions exist the
Secretary is authorized generally to issue a patent rather than
come to Congress in each individual case and ask to incorporate
it in the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to issue a patent in fee simple to Williams Lyons, a Chip-

wa Indian, for the lands heretofore allotted to him on the Fond

u Lac Reservation, in the State of Minnesota, to wit: The sountheast
quarter of the southwest quarter and the southwest quarter of the
goutheast quarter of section 21, township 49 north, range 17 west of
the fourth principal meridian, and all restrictions as to sale, incum-
brance, or taxation of said lands are hereby removed.

Mr. KINKAID. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment., '

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers the
amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 35, in line 16, after the word *“removed,” Insert: “ That
the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to issue a
patent in fee to Theresa Anderson, allottee, of allotment of the lands
of the Ponca Indian Reservation in Boyd County, Nebr.,, numbered 12,
being the southeast ?arter and the north one-half of the southwest

uarter, and the south one-half of the northwest quarter of section 8,
n township 33 north of range 11 west of the sixth prinei meridian,
in the county of Boyd, in the State of Nebraska; and all restrictions
as toc1 the sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said lands are hereby re-
moved."”

Mr. SHERMAN. Has that been reported from the Depart-
ment favorably ? .

Mr. KINKAID., Yes; and indorsed by the Committee on In-
dian Affairs and passed by this House last session and is pend-
ing in the Senate, and I offer this to save the necessity of mak-
ing a slight amendment over in the Senate.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the unexpended balance of the funds arising from the judgment
of the Court of Claims of November 22, 1898, In favor of the New York
Indians, for which an ag)pmprialion was made In the deficlency #ct of
February 9, 1900 (31 Stat, p. 27), shall be divided in proportion to
the number of Indians of each tribe or band entitled to share in said
judgment, as set forth in schedule A to the treaty of Buffalo Creek
of January 135, 1838, and in the judgment of the Court of Claims, and
the Secretary of the Treasury shall carry upon the books of the
Treasury the share to which each of the tribes or bands is entitled, sep-
arate and distinet from each other, and the amount so set aside for
each such band or tribe shall belong to and be paid out only to those
members of such tribes or bands as shall be found to Le entitled to the
same by the Secretary of the Interior. That the shares of all minors
shall remain in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
separate tribe or band to which they belong, and shall draw interest at
the rate of 33 per cent per annum until said minors arrive at the age
of 21 years, when the principal and interest due each sghall be pald
to them. That the shares due Incompetents shall be paid under Lhﬁ
direction of the Becretary of the Interior to the legal guardlans of suc
incompetents and be expended by them for their care and support under
the laws of the State or Territory In which they reside., That the
amount found due each l:erson enrolled, who has died since the enroll-
ment, shall be to his or her heirs under the laws of the State or
Territory in which such person resided ut his or her death; and the
shares of deceased minors shall be paid to their parents, if living, or,
it dead, to the next of kin.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the chair-
man of the committee if under this provision of law the moneys
obtained for the so-called " Kansas State” will be distributed
now ?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it relates to the distribution of the
$2,000,000 New York judgment.

Mr. FITZGERALD. What I wished to know was if they are
now ready to distribute that fund?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; they are now ready.

The Clerk read as follows:

That the lands now held by the various villages or pueblos of Pueblo
Indians, or by individual members thereof, in the Territory of New
Mexico, and all Ip('mzumml property furnished said Indians by the United
Btates, or used in cultivating said lands, and any ecattle and sheep now
possessed or that may hereafter be acquired by said Indlans shall be
free and cxemipt from taxation of any sort whatsoever, including taxes
heretofore levied, if any, until Congress shall otherwise provide.

Mr. RODEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from New Mexico offers
the following amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Insert after the word * thereof,” line 12, page 37, the followlng:
“ within Pueblo reservations or lands.”

Mr. RODEY. In explanation of that amendment I would
like to state that recently in New Mexico the Pueblo Indians by
the supreme court of the Territory were held to be citizens of
the United States and subject to taxation. They have never
been taxed in the Territory, and therfore they have secured the
insertion of that paragraph by the committee with a view to
preventing their being taxed in the future. There is really no
dsire to tax them in the Territory, but the language of the sec-
tion by which it is sought to perform that act will, if left in the
way it is, result in individual members who have come out in
the community and intermarried with others living away from
the reservation being exempt from taxation also, and I do not
think the committee intends that, and it would mix up our tax
laws and tax collections. It will be safe, because all the com-
mittee, I think, intends is to exempt from taxation the Pueblo
Indians living on Pueblo lands and reservatiens; and with the
additional language that I have suggested that end will be ac-
complished, and T ask the committee to agree to it.

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is all it does, Mr. Chairman, T have
no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New Mexico.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise,

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the committee
rose, and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. CURRIER,
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that that committee had had under consid-
eration of the bill H. R. 17474, the Indian appropriation bill,
and come to no resolution thereon.

PROTECTION OF WILD ANIMALS, BIRDS, AND FISH IN FOREST
RESERVES.

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, sub-
mitted views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 8135) for the pro-
tection of wild animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves of
the United States.

.
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The minority views were ordered printed, and referred to the
Committee of the Whole House.

BTATUES OF SAM HOUSTON AND STEPHEN F. AUSTIN.

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of the resolution which I
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CooPEr]
asks unanimouns consent for the present consideration of the
resolution which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the Home of Representatives, That the exercises a?pm-
priate to the reception and acceptance from the State of Texas of the
statnes of Bam Houston and Stephen F. Austin, erected in Statua
Hall, in the Capitol, be made the special order for Saturday, the 25
day of February, at 3 o'clock p. m.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
none, and the resolution is agreed to.

ELECTORAL VOTE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi-
cation from the Senate; which was read, and ordered to lie on
the table:

IN THE SEXATE OF THE UXNITED STATES,
Jenuwary £0, 1905.

The President pro tempore appointed Mr. Burrows and Mr. BAILEY
as the tellers on the part of the te to count the electoral votes for
President and Vice-President of t.he United States.

Attest: CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary.

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of the House resolution, the
Chair appoints Mr. Gaines of West Virginia and Mr. Rus-
sELL as the tellers of the House to count the electoral vote for
President and Vice-President of the United States.

ENROLLED BILLS- SIGNED,

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

H.R.9799. An act to remove charge of desertion from inili-
tary record of John Dorsey.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of
the following titles:

§. 4986, An act granting an inerease of pension to Philo Bar-

‘tow ;

8. 4808. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wor-
ley;

8. 4767. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
Bnidemiller;

8. 4766. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Clark ;

B. Ii 77. Joint resclution providing for the reappointment of
James B. Angell on the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian
Institution ;

8. 5345. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Coughlin;

8. 5271. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul
Diebitsch;

8. 5346. An act granting an increase of pension to Amon A.
Webster ;

8, 5336 An act granting an increase of pensicn to Sidney B.
Hamilton ;

8. 0297. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry L.

Grey; .

8. 5214. An act granting an increase of pension to William P.
Renfro;

§. 5206. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane
Ball;

8. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Berry;

8. 5129. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson
Martin;

8. 51"0 An act granting an increase of pension to William H.
Chamberlin ;

S. 5445. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline
L. Guild;

8. 5427 An act granting an increase of pension to Rubema
C. Horsman

8. 5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Bird Sal-
omon ;

8. 5378 An act granting an increase of pension to John H.
Ash;

8.5358. An act granting an increase of pension fo Thomas
Taylor;

8. 5512. An act granting an increase of pension to John W.
Carleton;

8. 5508. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham
B. Miller;
BQB. 5501. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah A,

we;

8.5496. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse IL.
Sanders ;
HS 5476. An act granting an increase of pension to Joel § O

owe;

8.5472. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary I.
Weems ;

S.5450. An act granting an increase of pension to George R.
Lingenfelter ;
= 5.5661. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B.

ush ;
BS 558911 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary .

urrell ;

S.5574. An act granting an increase of pension to Calon
Thomas;

S.05072. An act granting an increase of pension to Alafair
Chastain;

8.5558. An act granting an increase of pension to Busan C.
Schroeder ;

8, 5585. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander
MecConneha ;
Knsf Eﬁﬁt:sz, An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin A.

cht;

S.5581. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine
Jones ;

8.5530. An

S.5514. An
Lamson ;

8. 5736. An
Gilbert

8. 57, 35. An act granting an increase of pension to Washington
Lenhart;

act granting a pension to William R. Cahoon;
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 8.

act granting an increase of pension to Charles C.

8.5734. An act granting an increase of pension to George H.
‘Woodbury ;

8. 5733. An act granting an increase of pension to Monroe W.
Wright;

8.5716. An act granting an increase of pension to Dotha J.
Whipple;

8.5715. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
Bickford ;

8.5714. An act granting an increase of pension to John Me-
Kenne ;

8.5713. An act granting an ‘increase of pension to Robert
Crowther ;

8. 5741. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen
Welch;

8.5740. An act granting an increase of pension to Clemon
Clooten ;

8.5739. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolphe
Bessie; .

§.5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Enoch
Russell ;

8. 3357. An act granting an inerease of pension to Welcom B.
French;

8.5859. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
Breslin ;

8.5858. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hub-
bard ;

8. B85T. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Bryson ;

8. 5811. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin
Waller ;

8. 56810. An act granting an increase of pansitm to Joseph
Reber ;

8. 5807. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. .
Robinson ;

8. 5781. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.
Steel ;

8. 5758. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie B.
Weber ;

‘S. 5746. An act granting an increase of pension to Anne
Jones;

8. 5745. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary M.
Mitchell ;

S. 5744, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph A.
Rhodes;

S. 5743. An act granting an increase of pension to James
Riordan ;

8. 5742, An act granting an increase of pension to Nickles
Dockendorf ;

S. 3522. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J.
Dennison ;
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S. 3624. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter D.
Moore ;

8. 3755. An act granting an increase. of pension to William
H. Covert;

8. 3774, An act granting an increase of pension to Johm C.
Felton ;

8. 3006. An act granting an increase of pension to James H.
Venier;

8. 8035, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Cor-
nelia Hays Ross;

S. 4038, An act granting an increase of pension to George E.
Yingling;

S. 4070. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
Fellentreter;

S. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
J. Spencer;

S. 4103. An act granting an increase of pension to John W.
Roullett;

S. 4199. An act granting a pension to William Rufus Kelley;

8. 4221, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C.
Stroman ;

8. 4273, An act granting an increase of pension to Frazie A.
Campbell ;

8. 4382. An act granting an increase of pension to James B.
Harvey ;

S. 4383. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
Penn;

8. 4293, An act granting an increase of pension to Cora A.
Baker;

8. 4395, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H.
Walker ;

8. 4477. An act granting an increase of pension to John C.
Craven ;

8. 4408. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert N.
Button:

8. 4002. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan E.
Armitage;

8. 3246. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
W. Josline;

S. 3076. An act granting an increase of pension to Arthur W.
Post;

S. 2100. An act granting an increase
Wiley ;

8. 3232, An act granting an increase of pension to William
0. Gould :

S. 3239, An act granting an increase of pension to George
W. D. Buchanan;

8. 3286. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W.
Creed :

8. 4336. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecea A.
Teter:

8. 8390. An act granting a pension to Emily E. Cram ;

S. 8453. An act granting an increase of pension te David
Whitney ; and .

S, 3482, An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H.
Le Yevre. %

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below :

S, 852, An act to establish a fish-cultural station in the State
of Maryland—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

8. 6522. An act to enable independent school district No. 12,
Rosean County, Minn., to purchase certain lands—to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

8. 6088. An act authorizing the closing of part of an alley in
square No. 733, in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

8. 5768, An act to provide for an additional judge of the dis-
trict court of the United States for the district of New Jersey—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.’

8. 5174. An act to provide for the erection of a beacon light
near Fair Point, in Pensacola Bay, in the State of Florida—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

8. 4778. An act for the relief of Pay Inspector H. B. Rogers,
United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims.

8. R. 88, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War
to furnish a condemned cannon to the board of regents of the
University of Minnesota, at Minneapolis, Minn., to be placed on
eampus as a memorial to students of said university who served
in Spanish war—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S. R. 92, Joint resolution authorizing the President to ex-

.ot pension to Howard

tend to the International Prison Congress an invitation to hold
the eighth international prison congress in the United States—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8. 6997. An act authorizing the President to nominate and
appoint William I. Patterson a second lieutenant in the United
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the
United States for his approval the following bills:

H. R. 16720. An act permitting the building of a railroad
bridge across the Red River of the North from a point on sec-
tion 6, township 154 north, range 50 west, Marshall County,
Minn., to a point on section 36, township 155 north, range 51
west, Walsh County, N. Dak.; ‘

H. R. 15225. An act to amend the act relating to the printing
nng distribution of public documents, and for other purposes;
an

H. R. 16992. An act to authorize the county of Sunflower to
construct a bridge across the Sunflower River, Mississippi.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and
101mEntes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12
o’clock m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
munication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows :

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting certain papers relating to granting leave of absence to
storekeepers and other employees of the Internal-Revenue Serv-
ice_fe?l. the Commitiee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be
print

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein
named, as follows:

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11811,
reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 18035) to amend section
552 of the Code of Laws for the Distriet of Columbia, relating
to incorporations, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 3763) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. WILLIAMSON, from the Committee on Irrigation of
Arid Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
171250) providing for the construection of irrigation and reclama-
tion works in certain lakes and rivers, reported the gsame without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3764) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17769) to grant
certain lands to the Agricultural and Mechanical College of
Oklahoma for college farm and experiment station purposes,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 3769) ; which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the House joint resolution (H. J, Res. 76) au-
thorizing the Secretary of War to furnish condemmned cannon
for a life-size statne of Gen. Henry Leavenworth, at Leaven-
worth, Kans., reported the same with amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 3770) ; which said joint resolution and report
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union. 3

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 181) authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to transfer to the militia cavalry organization at
Chattanooga, Tenn., a certain unused portion of the national
cemetery reservation at Chattanooga, Tenn., reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3771) ;: which
said joint resolution and report were referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were severally reported from committees,
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the
Whole House, as follows:

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1892) grant-
ing an increase of pension to John Gibson, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3706) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17537) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Theodore Titus, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3707); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16335) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Frank C. Culley, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3708) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15913) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Hiram R. Freelove, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3709) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar. ;

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16663) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Harry Newcomer, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3710) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15723) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Leloh, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3711) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15661) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Malden Valentine, reported the
gsame with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3712);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-

endar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17119) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Lewis Hitt, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3713) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15531) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Ephraim L. Mack, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3714) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-

dar. ’
en]!ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15925) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Nellie Barrett, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3715);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15838) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Mary F. Fuller, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3716) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8983) granting
an increase of pension to Johnathon R. Cox, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3717) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 17262) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Jennie N. Jones, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3718);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar. *

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension
to Elijah 8. Carleton, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 8719) 3 which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16629) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Nathan C. D. Bond, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3720) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17523)
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Paul, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8721);
whdich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15640) grant-
ing a pension to William E. Quirk, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3722) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17677) grant-
ing an increase of pension to James Hudson, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8723);
wl:lich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16859)
granting an increase of pension to James Shaw, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3724) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16474) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Oliver McFadden, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3725) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar,

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7478) granting
a pension to Eli Tippett, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 3726) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17558) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Sarah Ann Morrison, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3727) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16746) grant-
ing an increase of pension to James J. Summers, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3728) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17773) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Hubbs, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3729) ;: which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16398) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Michael Keating, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3730) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15720) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William T. Finch, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3731) ;
which =aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18488) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Daniel Reagan, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3732); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 16707) granting an increase of pension
to John Beckman, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 3733) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16815) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Michael L. Hssick, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3734) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16879) granting
a pension to William H. Brown, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3735) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.
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Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15891) granting
a pension to Harriett Stanley, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3736) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16625) granting
an increase of pension to Laura A. Baughey and her minor
children, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a
report (No. 8737) ; which said bill and report were referred to
the Private Calendar.

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16427) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Alfred D. Launder, reported the
same withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8738) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
whieh was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15642) granting
a pension to J. H. Coonrod, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 3739) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17403) granting
an increase of pension to Horace Winslow, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3740) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the-

bill of the House (H. R. 17035) granting an increase of pension
to W. H. Miles, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 3741) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3437) granting
an increase of pension to William B. Shepard, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3742) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16946) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Huddleson, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3743) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16216) granting
an increase of pension to Philo G. Tuttle, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3744); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14925) granting
‘an increase of pension to Robert T. Porter, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3745) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14613) granting
an increase of pension to Samuel E. Rumsey, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3746) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. °

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14569) granting
a pension to Maggie Weygandt, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3747) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 13656) granting an increase of pension
to Mary W. Martin, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 3748) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15787) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thorndike P. Heath, reported the
game with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3749) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-
dar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 17197) granting an increase of pension
to James Mitchell, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 3750) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which svas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11020) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Henry W. Hurlbut, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3751);
tdvhlch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-

ar.

Mr., SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9430) grant-

ing an increase of pension to Stephen Houghtaling, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3752) ;
;r:;!ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-
Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10392) granting
an increase of pension to Silas B. Irion, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3753) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12341) for the
relief of John Stilts, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 37564) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr., GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11743) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Charles H. Baird, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3755) ;
(\lvhich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-

ar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 67]4) granting
an increase of pension to George I. Pierson, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3756) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. -

Mr, HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5284) grant-
ing a pension to John Maupin, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3757) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5265) grant-
ing a pension to Sara A. Haskell, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3758) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5691) granting
an increase of pension to Henry Rhinehart, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8759) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referréd the bill of the House (H. R. 6637) granting
an increase of pension to Lou Gates, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3760) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6324) granting
an increase of pension to J. H. McKee, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report {No. 3761) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1900)
granting an increase of pension to Samuel Visnow, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
:(33'2162) 3 which said bill and report were referred to the Private

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15359) for the relief of
C. W. Reid and Sam Daube, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3765) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, EVANS, from ‘the Committee on Private Land Claims, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1520) for the
relief of the Mission of St. James, in the State of Washington,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 8766) ; which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1450) to carry out the find-
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of James H. Dennis,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 3767) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Pri-
vate Calendar.

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the Senate (8. 2749) for the relief of Henry
Bash, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by
a report (No. 3768) ; which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; tvhich
were thereupon referred as follows:

A Dbill (H. R. 15965) granting an increase of pension to
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Henry W. Shroeder—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 17947) for the relief of Edward R. Penney—
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on War Claims.

A bill (H. R. 17948) for the relief of Allen L. Penny—Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-

rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:
- By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia : A bill (H. R. 18035) to amend section 552 of the Code
of Laws for the District of Columbia, relating to incorpora-
tions—to the House Calendar.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 18036) to amend sec-
tion 9 of the act of August 2, 1882, concerning lists of passen-
gers—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18037) requiring all
corporations engaged in interstate commerce to make returns,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BABCOCK : A bill (H. R. 18038) relating to the in-
spection of steam boilers in the District of Columbia—to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 18039) concerning for-
eign-bunilt dredges—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 18040) to au-
thorize Gila County, Ariz., to issue $40,000 in bonds to build a
court-house, and so forth—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 18041) for the purchase of
a portrait of the late President William McKinley—to the Com-
mittee on the Library.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 18042) for the construction of
a private conduit across D street NW.—to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 18043) to amend an
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February
4, 1887—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 18044) for the extension
of Rittenhouse street, and for other purposes—to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER : A resolution (H. Res. 457) provid-
ing for six laborers known as “ cloakroom men "—to the Com
mittee on Accounts.

By Mr. BYRD: A resolution (H. Res. 4538) directing the
Ways and Means Committee to report favorably House bill No.
12694, to place agricultural implements and necessaries incident
to farming upon the free list—to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows :

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 18045) for the relief of George
A, Carter—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BIRDSALL (by request) : A bill (H. R. 18046) to
sell and dispose of the contents of the island of Mona—to the
Committee on the "ublie Lands. o

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18047) granting an in-
crease of pension to Catherine Hauser—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 18048) to refund R. D.
Bounds the sum of $435.42, stolen from the post-office at Semi-
nary, Miss, by burglars, without fault or connivance of said
Bounds—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18049) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Davis—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18050) granting an increase of pension to
John Keough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18051) granting an increase of pension to
0. M. Markeam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18052) granting an increase of pension to
Leander (. Hicks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DENNY : A bill (H. R. 18053) granting an increase of
pension to John A. Love—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18054) granting an increase of pension to
James J. N. Fury, alias John G. Fury—to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18055) granting an increase of pension to
Joshua Lynch—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18056) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Hill—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18057) granting an increase of pension to
Edward Cooley—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18038) granting an increase of pension to
George A. Freburger—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also a bill (H. R. 18059) granting an increase of pension to
Robert Harrington—to the Committee on Pensions. i

Also, a bill (H. R. 18060) grantingz an increase of pension to
John T. A. Galloway—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18061) granting an increase of pension to
John R. Onion—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18062) granting an increase of pension to
Henry H. Tillson—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18063) granting an increase of pension to
John A. Reese—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 18064) granting an increase of pension to
William Williams—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18065) granting an increase of pension to
Louis F. Beeler—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 18066) for the relief of
Thomas Bonner, jr., of Clay County, Ala.—to the Committee on
War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18067) for the relief of Alexander M.
Steed, of Clay County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18068) for the relief of Fannie R. Bonner,
of Clay County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. GARNER: A bill H. R. 18069) granting an increase
of pension to Ambrose Burton—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 18070) granting an in-
crease of pension to Isaac G. Bowman—to the Committee on
Pensions,

“Also, a bill (H. R. 18071) granting an increase of pension to
Dudley Portwood—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18072) granting an increase of pension to
Josephine America Anglin—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18073) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Burnam—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18074) granting an increase of pension to
Irwin O'Bryan—to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 18075) granting an increase of pension to
Alice Robertson—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18076) granting an increase of pension to
Solomon Ingram—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18077) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Koonsman—to the Committee on Tnvalid Yensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18078) granting an increase of pension to
William Cook—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18079) granting an increase of pension to
Campbell Poynor—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18080) granting an increase of pension to
James Haley—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOOCH : A bill (H. R. 18081) to correct the military
record of James Lebar, late of Company C, Sixty-first Ohio Vol-
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 18082) granting an increase
of pension to John Brown—to the Committee on Invalid I’en-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18083) granting an increase of pension to
Philip Chace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 18084) granting an increase of Llensiou to
David B. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18085) granting an increase of pension to
James F. Chipman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GREGG : A bill (H. R. 18086) granting an increase of
pension to James Eastland—to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (II. R. 18087) grantinz an in-
crease of pension to John W. Wright—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 18088) granting an in-
crease of pension to Byron Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 18089) granting
a pension to Abby E. Burritt—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 18090) granting a pension to John Clough-
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 18091) granting a pension
to Emma Sparks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KLUTTZ: A bill (H. R. 18092) for the relief of
W. A. Moore—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18093) for the relief of W. A. McLean—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill (H. R. 18094) granting a pen-
sion to Clara I. Ashbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.




1905.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1161

Also, a bill (H. R. 18095) granting an increase of pension to
Charlotte F. Russell—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 18096) granting a pension to Abbie E.
Barr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LORIMER : A bill (H. R. 18097) granting an increase
of pension to Skeffington Thompson—to the Committee on Inva-
lid Pensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18098) granting
an increase of pension to Daniel J. Chandler—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 18099) granting a pension to
Alice M. Durney—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18100)
for the relief of the Corn Exchange National Bank of Phila-
delphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 18101) grantinz an increase
of pension to 8. A. Demarest—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 18102) granting a pen-
sion to Frank Langdon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill .(H. R. 18103) granting an in-
crease of pension to Willis Booker—to the Committee on Pen-
glons.

Also, a bill (II. R. 18104) for the relief of G. W. Outlaw—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RIXEY : A bill (H. R. 18105) for the relief of John
H. Haws—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 18106) for the relief of the
heirs of Henry Bisch—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 18107) granting an in-
crease of pension to Antoinette Hannahs—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 18108) granting an increase of
pension to Ephriam N, R. Ahl—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 18109) granting an in-
crease of pension to Samuel E. Holland—to the Committee on
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18110) granting an increase of pension to
Harrison B. Freeman—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Towa: A bill (H. R. 18111) granting an
increase of pension to William P. McWilliams—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 18112) granting
a pension to Mary McMahon—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18113) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William Bottenberg—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 18114) for the relief of
William H. Bell, of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18115) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas
J. Benson, of Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R, 18116) granting an ferease
of pension to Abram H. Bedell—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R 18117) granting a pension to Clara A.
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 18118) granting a pension to
Barbara A. Cheeney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 18119) granting an increase
of pension to Alexander Baker—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 18120) granting an increase of pension to
Andreas Schmidt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18121) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Uriah J. Cheshier—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R 18122) granting a penslon to
Anna M. Camp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr., ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Temperance
Association of Friends, favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania Railway Union, favoring
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture.

& By Mr. ALLEN: Papers to accompany claim of George A.
‘arte;

By Mr. BENNY.: Petition of the Young People’s Christian

Union of the Second United Presbyterian Church of Jersey City,

against selling liguors in the Philippine Islands—to the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs.

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of Mrs. M. M. Faulkner et al.,
against legislation relative to Sabbath observance in the Dls-
}ricit:)iof Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co-
umbia.

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of Kansas State board of
agriculture, favoring increased powers of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission relative to freight rates—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BOWERS: Paper to accompany bill for the relief ot
Richard D. Bounds, of Seminary, Miss.—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of the Board of Trade of
Brunswick, Ga., against enactment of bill H. R. 7298—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Waycross, Ga.,
favoring bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Pilotage Commission of Brunswick, Ga.,
against passage of bill H. R. 7298—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. BURTON : Petition of the Board of Trade of Colum-
bus, Ohio, favoring international arbitration—to the Committee .
on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. CALDERHEAD : Petition of I. L. Dayhoff, superin-
tendent of publie instruction of Kansas, in support of bill Il. R.
15087—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs. J. C. Cumbrick, of Junction City, Kans.,
favoring an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polyg-
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitjon of Rev. H. H. Fisher et al., of Brooklyn, N. Y.,
favoring an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polyg-
amy—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Ammon & Person, of Jersey City, N. J,,
against discrimination adverse to artificial butter—to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the East End Board of Trade,
of Pittsburg, Pa., favoring pneumatic-tube service in Pitts-
burg—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. DENNY : Paper to accompany bill for the relief of
James J. W. Fury—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of John A. Love—
to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Louis F.
Beeler—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of William Wil-
liams—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of John G. Ruse—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Heary H. Till-
son—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of John R.
Onion—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of T. A. Galla-
way—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Robert Har-
rington—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of George A. Fre-
burger—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Edward
Cooley—to the Committee on Pensions.”

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Charles Hill—
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Joshua
Lynch—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of Interstate Commerce Law Con-
vention, favoring Government supervision over freight rates—
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Moline (I1l.) ‘Business Men's Assgociation,
favoring the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Aermotor Company, of Chicago, favoring
the Quarles-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Ingersoll Milling Machine Company, of
Rockford, IlL, favoring bill H. R. 16560—to the Committee on
Patents.

By Mr. GILLETT of New York: Petition of citizens of Hor-
nellsville, N. Y., against legislation relative to Sabbath obsery-
ance in the Distriet of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia. ;

By Mr. GREENE: Petition of Bay State Lodge, No. 88,
Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, urging passage of bill I. R.
T041—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAMILTON : Petition of citizens of Barry County,
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Mich., favoring Federal control of liquor traffic in Indian Terri-
tory—te the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of the Newburgh Board of
Trade, favoring Government condemning the Willamette River
locks at Oregon City—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Railways’ Twentieth Century
Club, of Chicago, favoring legislation for safety appliances on
railways—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, .

By Mr. HULL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Indianola, Iowa, against liquor selling on
Government premises—to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Petition of the Brotherhood of
Railway Trainmen, of Galion, Ohio, favoring bill H. R. 7041—
1o the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of
Bucyrus, Ohio, favoring enactment of law embodied in bill
H. R. T041—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LILLEY : Petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers, New Hampshire Division, No. 77, favoring bill H. R.
13354—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of the board of directors of the
Receivers and Shippers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, favor-
ing National Government controlling freight rates—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of the Carriage Builders' Association, favoring
increased power for Interstate Commerce Commission—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of R. R. Ferry et al.,, favoring re-
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. MARTIN : Petition of Charles M. Clark et al., against
law relative to Sabbath observance in the District of Colum-
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Daniel J. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce
of San Francisco, favoring legislation as provided for in bill
H. R. 16453—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco,
asking increased facilities for tug service in the harbor of San
Francisco—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries,

Also, senate joint resolution No. 1 of the California legis-
lature, against imposing tax on brandy used in fortifying sweet
wines—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. PADGETT : Paper to accompany bill for the relief of
Willis Booker—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of G. W. Out-
law—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. RAINEY : Petition of A. Wall et al., against law for
parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads. i :

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Carriage Builders’ Na-
tional Association, favoring increased powers of Interstate Com-
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, petition of the Illinois Lumber Dealers’ Association, fa-
voring Government control of freight rates—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Buffalo Division, No. 15, Broth-
erhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring Bates employers’
liability bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of Ilion Grange, Paftrons of
Husbandry, favoring bill H. R. 13778 —to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SHULL: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of
Ephraim N. R. Ohl, of Northampton County, Pa.—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. SIBLEY : Petition of Pennsylvania State Grange, of
Erie, Pa., indorsing bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Paper to accompany bill for the relief
of Samuel E. Holland—to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Harrison B. Free—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of citizens of Lyons, Ohio,
against a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of 8t. Paul Divi-
sion, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, favoring bill H. R.
13354—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of B. W. Bazill, of St. Paul, Minn., favoring bill
H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of
Abram H. Bedell, of Waltham, Mass.—t{o the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of the Arkansas Retail Gro-
cers and Merchants’ Association, of Fort Smith, Ark., favoring
enlarged powers for Interstate Commerce Commission—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WOOD: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of
Anna M. Csua:p—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.

SATURDAY, January 21, 1905.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp B. HALE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. HaxssroveH, and by unan-
imous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal will stand approved.

BPREAD OF EPIDEMIC DISEASES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, requesting that
there be added to an estimate heretofore submitted by him for
preventing the introduction of and spread of epidemic diseases
for the year 1906 a provision permitting the use of this appro-
priation for special inquiries into the cause of prevalence and
spread of tuberculosis and typhoid fever; which, with the ac-
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed.

ELECTORAL VOTES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munieation from the Secretary of State, transmitting the final
ascertainment of electors for President and Vice-President for
the State of Alabama ; which, with the accompanying paper, was
ordered to be filed.

CREDENTIALS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of
Euvcene Hare, chosen by the legislature of the State of Maine a
Senator from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1905;
which were read and ordered fo be filed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrOWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4728) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William W. Smith.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had appointed Mr. Garnes of West Virginia and Mr. RUSSELL
as the tellers of the House to count the electoral vote for Presi-
dent and Vice-President of the United States.

The message further announced that the House had passed
a bill (H. R. 17473) making appropriation for the support of
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1906; in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution,
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore:

S. 8076. An act granting a pension to Arthur W. Post;

8. 8100. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard
Wiley ;

S. 8232, An act granting an increase of pension to William
0. Gould ;

8. 5239. An act granting an increase of pension to George
W. D. Buchanan;

S. 3246. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the
name of Frederick W. Joslin;

S. 8286. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles D.
Creed ; )

8. 3356. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca A.
Teter; f

S. 8357. An act granting an increase of pension to Welcom B.
French ;

8. 8390. An act-granting a pension to Emily E. Cram;

8. 8453. An act granting an increase of pension to David
Whitney ; .

S. 8482, An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred IL
Le Fevre;
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